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NEWS OF THE WEEK. 


‘Tue Local Courts Bill has been demolished by a shot from the 
Conservative battery : during the previous week, Lord LynpHurst? 
had loaded and primed the cannon, and on Tuesday night Lord 
Wuarncuirrs fired it off. In other and more Parliamentary 
language, the bill was rejected in the House of Lords, on the 
motion for the third reading, by-a majority of 12 proxies ; the 
Peers present at the debate being 81 on each side, but the Minis- 
ters holding only 41 proxies, the Conservatives 53. 

The first consideration which this event, suggests, is—iwhy was 
the bill rejected ? On account of its own demerits, or for some other 
cause? The answer is, and no one seriously pretends to give any 
other, that the vote was, in the strictest sense of the word, a party 
vote, with which the real merits of the question had nothing what- 
ever todo. Our lords and masters had decreed to show their strength 
upon this occasion, and were not to be moved from the settled 
—" of their souls by any paltry consideration of the nation! 
good. A single glance at the main arguments urged for and 
against,the measure, will prove the truth of this statement. 

In the first place, it was argued that it gave too large an in- 
crease of patronage to the Lord Chancellor. But this objection 
applies not so much to the bill, as to the constitution of the coun- 
try. The King has the appointment to all executive offices, the 
Chancellor is only his constitutional adviser on the subject: are 
we prepared to curtail this branch of the prerogative, or are we to 
reject a most salutary if not necessary measure, because it in- 
‘volves an extension of Royal power in that direction? Let the 
matter, then, be fairly stated—‘ We will not countenance a re- 
ferm in the administration of justice, froma dread of the influence 
of the Crown.” Stated in this way, the objection might deserve 
some notice for its boldness, if not for its soundness; but it was 
not put in this light by the Tory Opposition, and in no other will 
it bear inspection. As an argument against the particular mea- 
sure then debated, it is valueless. 

The heavy cost of the plan was next insisted upon. Here Lord 
Lynpuurst, who urged this argument, betrayed conscious weak- 
ness; for he did not hesitate, in order to serve his purpose, grossly 
to exaggerate the expense, and misstate the matter. He said that 
“at a very low estimate indeed,” the plan would cost the country 
atleast 150,000/. per annum,—one half more than was paid for 
the administration of justice in Westminster Hall; whereas it was 
most distinctly shown by Lord Brovenaw, from data well known 
to Lord Lynpuurst, who had been furnished with the items, that 
70,0007. would cover the whole of the expense. 

But the main objection propounded by the spokesman of the 
Tories was a more specious one. It would be quite impossible, it 
was said, that resident Local Judges could be impartial: their 
likings-and dislikings, partialities and animosities, would assuredly 
interfere with their administration of justice. This objection came 
with a bad grace from those who have persisted for the last thirty 
or forty years in selecting Tory Justices of the Peace to administer 
the laws among their neighbours, and who have indignantly 
bristled up at the least insinuation that they were not the most 
impartial and disinterested of mankind. Lord BroueHaw’s re- 
ference to the high character which Lord WxHARNCLIFFE sustains 
as a Local Magistrate told well in the House; but he derived a 
much more potent argument in defence of this part of the plan, 
from the fact, that no judge, no public man, can escape for an 
hour from the “glaring, nay absolutely frowning eyes” of the 
public, and the jealous scrutiny of the press. The man who would 
dare to barter justice for favour or profit, at the present day, must 
not only be one of shameless profligacy, but of uncommon courage 
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also. The position of these Loeal Judges would be such, that the 
apprehension of their being bribed or flattered into the giving of 
false judgment between man and man, is so slight, as not to be 
weighed against the manifest advantages to be derived from the 
easy and cheap access afforded to suitors by their residence on the 
spot. 

These were the principal points of objection on which the oppo- 
sition to the bill was ostensibly founded. To those of a minor and 
moie technical character, the report of the Commissioners, of 
whom the Tory Mr. Pottock was the chief, furnished Lord 
Brovueuam with unanswerable replies. 

It is needless then to repeat, that the bill was thrown out on some 
other ground than that of its own demerits. Even to the Con- 
servatives, there could have been nothing peculiarly distasteful in 
the bill itself; but the opportunity of triumphing over the imbeci- 
lity of Ministers, and of proving to the House of Commons and the 
country, that notwithstanding the Reform Act, they were still the 
dominant party in the state, was too fair to be let slip. The policy 
of the Conservatives it- is easy to see through. They have 
fathomed the depths or shallows of Whig courage ang discern. 
ment: whatever Lord BrougcHam may assert, they have mot mis- 
taken their men. As soon as the Ministry threw away the ad- 
vantage gained for them by the Duke of WELLINGTOon’s blunder in 
the Miguelite business, and the consequent vote of the Commons in 
their favour, it became evident to all, who had not been thoroughly 
convinced of the fact before, that they were past saving. We 
observe that Mr. O'ConNELL’s intended motion for a similar vote 
on Thursday fell to the ground: but if it had been carried, it 
would have done no service. Sir Joun Wrorres ey, too, last 
night gave notice of a motion for a call of the House on Thursday 
next, in order to bolster up the Ministry against the consequences 
of their anticipated defeat on the second reading of the Irish Church 
Reform Bill on Wednesday. But what avails it to put men upon 
@ vantage-ground from which they voluntarily back-out? The 
triumphant vote of confidence by the House of Commons which 
followed the Ministerial defeat upon the Portuguese question, 
was only the forerunner of the miserable proposition to withdraw 
the 147th clause of the Irish Church Bill,—whereby Ministers 
Yeluntarily took upon themselves the odium of mutilating their 
own progeny, instead of leaving the operation to be performed 
by the Peers. Yet emasculated as it is, the Peers will not suffer 
it to pass. Truckling has met with its usual reward; and next 
week will probably witness the final rejection of that measure, 
the solemn promise of which induced so many well-meaning and 
too-confiding members of the Commons to vote for the famous 
Suppression Bill. Never before was any body of men so miserably 
duped. They disposed of their consciences on credit to Earl Grey, 
but he has no means of paying them in return the stipulated price. 

What, then, is to become of the Ministry? Nobody knows, and 
now, alas! not many care. Will the King stand by them? We have 
some reason to believe that they would receive support from his 
Majesty, even to a copious creation of Peers, had they the spirit, 
even at this eleventh hour, to demand it of him. But what would 
it avail? A creation of Peers might help them through the ses- 
sion; but their course is drawing to a close—their downfal is in- 
evitable. They have lost the confidence of the country; and have 
neither the power, nor, as it would appear, the will to regain it. 

A circumstance which, among others, places the imbecility of 
Ministers in strong contrast with the vigorous Cabinet discipline 
of their Tory predecessors;“is the continuance of Lord Hitt at 
the Horse Guards after his defection from the division on Tuesday 
last. Would Lord CasrLtergacu or Mr. CanniNG have winked 
at such a delinquency? Would Lord Hii have presumed to 
absent himself on such an occasion, if he did not feel the most 
perfect independence of his nominal superiors in office? On all 
sides, Ministers get kicks and contempt. And who is the chief, 
the most prominent sufferer, from this vile usage? Who but 
that once high-spirited nobleman, who three-and-twenty years 
ago scouted the very idea of becoming Minister, unless’ every 
member of the Household, from the Lord Steward to the King’s 
Carver, were subjected to his absolute control! What can have 
produced so mighty a change in the haughty soul of CHAar.es 
Grey? Has he been mortifying the spirit by frequent penance, 
and thus tamed himself down into the subservient tool of his 
adversaries? Oris “the most fine gold changed”—is it a mere 
vulgar love of place for its own sake? Or is that which 
seems meanness to an ordinary observer, only the result of a most 
exalted patriotism, which prompts him to endure r ; cen the 
bitterest insults, rather than abandon the means of- ofining 
the slightest service to his poor country ? POAC) at ae | 

Considerable opposition was raised to the Iri8h/@hureh Refor 
Bill in its last stages through the House of Conymons.. It was 
length, however, read a third time, by a majoyity Of 274:to Sd, ¢ 
carried up to the House Lords; on the very threshold-of whi 
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received a blow from the Duke of BuckineHam, who termed it a 
measure of spoliation, and vowed the fiercest hostility to it. The 
s, it seems, with the Duke of WetuineTown at their head— 

the Duke, of all men, who forced the Roman Catholic Bill on the 
reluctant conscience of GzorGE the Fourth !— have discovered that 
the provisions of the bill militate with his Majesty's Coronation 
Oath, and in dutiful regard to the safety of his Royal soul, have 
determined to adopt this sanctimonious excuse for protecting si- 
necure Bishops and perpetuating the pillage of Catholic peasants. 
The bill for the renewal of the East India Charter was read a 
second time on Wednesday last, in a very thin House. Mr. 
Macavtay observed, that a broken head in Coldbathfields excited 


more interest in the House than three pitched battles in India; | 


and referred to the not very creditable fact of there being fewer 
members present, when Mr. Grant brought forward his plan for 
the future government of that country, than usually attend the 
passage of a turnpike-bill. 

Mr. Cutiar Fereusson’s motion for an address, praying the 
King to withhold his recognition of the present state of Poland, 
was brought forward on Tuesday, in a spegch which seems to have 
excited universal admiration, for the good sense and moderation 
of its tone, and the deep feeling of the subject, which it evinced. 
On this occasion, men of all parties joined in expressing their 
detestation of Russian despotism. Even Sir Roserr Ine@tts, 
albeit unused to express sympathy with rebels or indignation at 
legitimate tyranny, denounced the conduct of the “enthroned 
brute,” as Mr. O'ConnexL termed the Czar, in good set phrase. 
The motion was opposed by Lord AtrHorp, on the tenable ground 
of our not being prepared to follow it up with a demand of repara- 
tion for Polish wrongs. We certainly doubt the good policy of 
showing our teeth when we are not ready to bite. The motion 
was got rid of by a vote of 177 to 95 in favour of the previous 
question. 

The power and ambition of Russia were again brought under 
the notice of the House, by Mr. Henry Butwenr, on Thursday, 
in a motion for papers relative to her late interference in the quarrel 
between the Sultan and the Viceroy of Egypt. The motion was re- 
sisted by Lord PaLMERsTON, on the ground that the affairs in that 

uarter were not yet settled, and that by the last accounts the 

ussian forces had not left Constantinople. We fear that if Mr. 
Butwer is to wait for the information he seeks till peace and 
security again reign in Turkey—till Russia and the Porte have 
settled their concerns together—he will be no wiser than at present 
for a long time to come. 

The bill to abolish Imprisonment for Debt, which was to have 
been discussed in Committee on Wednesday, is postponed till that 
day week, in consequence of the rejection of the Local Courts Bill 
by the Lords. The Judges appointed under that bill were to have 
been intrusted with the execution of this supplementary one; 
but Sir Joun CampBeE.t is now forced to look for substitutes for 
them, whom he hopes to find in the Bankrupt Commissioners. 

Several other measures of legal reform, which were postponed 
until the fate of the Local Courts Bill was ascertained, were last 
night brought forward by Lord BroucHam. They will be more 
expensive, and less useful in their operation, in consequence of 
the rejection of that measure. It is proposed to abolish the ex- 
isting Ecclesiastical Courts, three hundred and forty in number, 
and transfer their jurisdiction to the Diocesan Courts; to increase 
the number of Judges in the Insolvent Debtors Court, by giving 
two Judges of the Court of Review a concurrent jurisdiction with 
them; to establish a Court of Appeal from the decisions in the 
Court of Chancery ; to appoint a new Equity Judge, with a salary 
of 7000/. per annum, who is to relieve the Lord Chancellor from 
the greater part of his judicial functions; and to reduce the 
salaries of the Lord Chancellor, the Master of the Rolls, and the 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. In the present state of 
public affairs, and at this late period, there can be but small ex- 
pectation of these measures being carried during the present 
Session. 

The Committee to investigate the conduct of the Police at the 
Calthorpe Street meeting, was appointed on Thursday, on the mo- 
tion of Lord Attnorr. His Lordship, somewhat unnecessarily, 
declared, that the populace were the aggressors, and that the 
Police did not proceed to the use of their staves until pelted and 
attacked by the mob. This we suppose to be a very essential 
point into which the Committee is appointed to inquire; and we 
are not disposed to take the fact as Lord Atruorp stated it, 
merely on his ipse dixti—let us hear the report of the Committee 
upon it. 








Some particulars have been received relative to the progress 
made by the force despatched from Oporto under the Duke of 
PALMELLA, which, we mentioned last week, had made good their 
landing in the province of Algarves. On the 24th of June, the 
ry lye appeared before Villa Real, where the Miguelites had 
a force of about twelve hundred men. The town was attacked from 
the ships, and ina short time the garrison gave way; about eight 
hundred joining the Pedroites, and the remaining four hundred 
making good theirescape. As soon as the news of this success 
became known in the interior, deputations from the adjacent towns 
sent in their adhesion to the Queen, The whole of the province 
of Algarves and a considerable portion of Alentejo have now de- 
clared in her favour. The squadron under Narier's orders, after 
the success at Villa Real, proceeded to Tavira; where they cap- 

small Miguelite vessels, and took possession of the fort, 
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which was deserted by its garrison; a solitary sentinel, who was 
left behind, hoisted the Queen's flag. j 

It was calculated that the Queen's troops, at the time the ac- 
counts left Villa Real, amounted to. at least two thousand regu- 
lars. Thirty pieces of cannon, considerable quantities of ammuni- 
tion, and about five thousand pounds in cash, were found in the 
town. 

Letters from Madrid state, that the Spanish Government have 
offered assistance to MiguxEL, upon condition of the Usurper 
granting a comprehensive amnesty, a constitutional charter, and 
making a change in his Ministry. Such a charter as King 
Ferpinanp would stipulate for, is not very likely, we should 
imagine, to be refused by Miavuet. 

The agents of Miavet are very active in London. They have 
purchased four steamers—the Lord of the Isles, the United King- 
dom, and two others—on his account. These are to take about 
three hundred sailors on board at Plymouth and Portsmouth, and 
sail immediately for the Tagus. 

Connected with these movements in Spain and Portugal, is that 
of a French army of observation, to be stationed in the Pyrennees, 
in order, it is said, to counteract any measures which the Spanish 
Government may take in behalfof Miguzi. Marshal Cuavset is 
named as the commander of this force. 


A number of arrests have been made in Paris, of persons sus- 
pected of being engaged in political conspiracies. The capital, 
notwithstanding, continued tranquil. 

The Messager des Chambres states, that the Dutchess nz 
Berri was expected at Palermo at the latter.end of last month. 
The Prince of Campo Formio, the father of her husband, had 
prepared a magnificent palace for her reception; but no one could 
tell what had become of the Count, who had decamped without 
waiting to meet his bride. 


IpraAuim Pacwa, according to the accounts received up to the 
10th of June from Constantinople, was retreating very slowly. 
The Russian ships of war still remained in the Bosphorus, and 
would not depart until the Egyptians were fairly encamped on the 
other side of Mount Taurus. 








Bebhates and Proceedings in Parliament. 


1. Irtsa Cuourcu Rerorm. On Monday, on the motion of Lord 
A.tuorp, the Irish Church Temporalities Bill was read a third time. 

Mr. Suet moved an additional clause, by way of rider, the object of 
which was to reduce the incomes of all future Archbishops in Ireland 
to 4,500/. per annum, and of all future Bishops to 3,000/. per annum. 

Mr. Hume seconded the motion. 

Mr. Sran.ey opposed it: the rider itself was not only objectionable, 
but would, if carried, make the bill in many parts grossly inconsistent. 

Mr. A. Jounston¥ would resist any motion emanating from a mem- 
ber of the Romish faith, which militated against the Archbishops, 
Bishops, and the Protestant Church in Ireland. He alluded then to 
Mr. O’Connell’s strictures upon lis conduct when on a former occa- 
sion he had remarked upon the oath taken by Catholic members. 

Mr. O’ConneE Lt informed Mr. Johnstone for the last time, that he 
did not consider himself bound by his oath not to interfere in the tem- 
poralities of the Church. He would give Mr. Johnstone one piece of 
advice, and that was to take care of his own conscience, and leave him 
to take care of his. 

Sir Rosert Peet opposed the introduction of the clause. 

The motion was negatived, without a division. 

Mr. Suet then moved to insert the following words in the preamble 
of the bill— 

«¢ That the revenues of the Church of Ireland are properly under the control 
of the Legislature, and applicable to such purposes as will be most beneficial to 
the interests of religion and to the community at large, due regard being had to 
all persons having a present interest in them.” 

His object in making this motion was to restore the principle declared 
in the 147th clause, which had been struck out of the bill. He called 
upon the members, now on the Ministerial, then upon the Opposition 
side of the House, who had voted with Mr. Hume in 1824, for a Com- 
mittee “to inquire if the revenues of the Church of Ireland were not 
more than commensurate to the necessities of that Church,” to sup- 
port his motion. He quoted the opinion of Lord (then Mr.) 
Brougham, which at that time was strongly expressed in favour of deal- 
ing with Church property as public property. He insisted upon the 
great importance which Ministers attached to the 147th clause when 
the measure was first introduced by Lord Althorp, and the delight and 
cheering with which his statement of the intent of that clause was re- 
ceived. He reminded the House that Ministers had taken good care 
to carry the Coercion Bill before they hinted their intention to with- 
draw that clause, which involved the whole principle of Irish Church 
Reform ; and concluded by calling upon all those who had voted for the 
Coercion Bill upon the faith of Ministerial promises to grant real re- 
lief to the Irish nation, to vote for his motion. 

Mr. Home seconded the motion. He much regretted that what 
Ministers, when in Opposition, had the disposition to do, they now, 
when in power, had not the will to attempt. 

He really could not believe that his Majesty’s Ministers had changed their 
opinions—opinions so honestly and fairly given. As to any thing like truckling 
to influence, they ought to spurn it: they ought never to think of yielding to 
those, who, when the occasion came, they might be sure would treat them as 
they deserve. (‘¢ Hear!” and laughter.) 

If the Whigs in power were to be governed by Tories, he would 
rather have the Tories themselves ; for he did not like delegated power. 

Lord Attuorr by no means recollected that when he stated the in- 
tent of the 147th clause there was very general cheering in the House ; 
or that it was honoured with any marked respect. He had been dis~ 
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tinctly told by many, that the bill would be more acceptable without it. 
For his own part, he never did consider it one of the most important 
clauses ; and unless it were for the attainment of a measure of absolute 
importance, Government would act a very unnecessary part in bringing 
the two Houses of Parliament into collision, 

Colonel Davixs was almost inclined to say, that if the principle of 
this clause were rejected, and a motion were afterwards made to throw 
out the bill, he should support that motion with his yote. 

Mr. Wakrp, in allusion to the manner in which the announcement of 
the principle contained in the 147th clause had been receiyed by the | 
House, observed that, 

Honourable members, and he among the rest, had received. what they deemed 
to be an assertion of the just powers of the State, in so marked a manner—cheer- 
ing it so as to draw down on the noble Lord the reproof of Sir Robert Peel—that 
they had at once leaped to a conclusion which, perhaps, the Ministers had done 
their best to avoid, and indeed to disclaim; but which they most readily, and 
joyfully adopted. They did this the more readily when they observed that Lay 
Commissioners were to be appointed to administer funds proceeding from the 
Church. It was not wonderful, then, that the people had taken up their tone, 
and not being able, like themselves, to receive rapidly new lights upon any par- 
ticular subject, had not been capable of following them with equal speed in the 
change that had since occurred. 

Mr. W. Prrer would vote against the motion, because he would 
rather give up a little to a friend than all to an enemy. 

A division then took place: for the amendment, 86; against it, 177; 
Ministerial majority, 91. 

Mr. O’ConnELL moved an amendment to the clause which relates to 
the income of the Bishop of Derry. ‘The present Irish incumbents 
were all exempted from taxation except the Bishop of Derry. This 
was an unfair exception, and he wished it to be erased. He owed a 
debt of gratitude to the Bishop, for perhaps without his aid he should 
not have had a seat in that House. This was his reason for making 
the proposition. He then moyed the omission of certain words in the 
clause, to effect his object. 

Mr. STANLEY opposed the motion. The payment which the Bishop 
would receive for his vote in favour of Catholic emancipation would be 
derived from the peace and goodwill restored to Ireland, and not from an 
addition of 4,000/. per annum to his income. 

Sir Rozsert Pret felt nothing but respect for the Bishop of Derry, 
who had been appointed to his first see while he was Secretary of State ; 
but he would not consent to give him 4,000/. per annum because he had 
voted for the Roman Catholics. Besides, the Bishop was not con- 
sistent in his support of the Catholic claims ; for when Dean of St. 
Patrick’s, he had signed a petition expressing decided hostility to them. 
He held the very petition in his hand; and in it the Bishop prayed the 
House “to protect the Protestant religion against inveterate machi- 
nators,” and many other similar expressions of hostility to Catholic 
emancipation. 

Mr. O’ConnELL said, there was neither candour nor the affectation 
of it in Sir Robert Peel’s remarks. When the Bishop of Derry, then 
Dean of St. Patrick’s, found that his signature had been affixed to a pe- 
tition against the Catholic claims, he published a letter in the news- 
papers, stating that the petition was laid before him in a darkened 
room, when he was just recovering from a typhus fever, and that he 
had signed it on the assurance that it had been drawn by Dr. Magee, 
and merely prayed protection of the rights of the Church. 

Sir Roserr Pret said, that Mr. O’Connell should have had some 
ground for; knowing that he was acquainted with this fact, before he 
charged him with want of candour. 

Mr. O’ConnELt said the facts had been published in the newspapers. 

Sir Rosert Peer did not think himself bound to know or recollect 
all that the newspapers contained. The petition had been put into his 
hand in the course of the evening ; and had he recollected the facts men- 
tioned by Mr. O’Connell, he would not have omitted to state them. 

Mr. O’ConnELt rejoined, that in future, perhaps Sir Robert would 
be more cautious from whom he received documents. 

The amendment was negatived, without a division. 

The question was then put, that “ the bill do pass.” 

Mr. Lerroy and Mr. T. GLapstone opposed the motion. 

Colonel Evans would make a single remark : 

The only reason Ministers gave for the withdrawal of the 147th clause was, 
that they dreaded a collision with the other House; which fear did not appa- 
rently actuate them on alate occasion, when the affairs of Portugal were. called 
in question. He would vote against the bill. 

Mr. Hume and Mr. O’Conne.t would also vote against the bill. 

Mr. Stantey said, he had been informed that Mr. O’Connell had 
declared he Would vote against the bill in order to encourage the Peers 
to reject it. 

_Mr. O’ConneE tt denied that he had said any thing of the kind, and 
did not believe that any person had told Mr. Stanley that he had. 
(* Order, order !”’) 

Mr. D. W. Harvey restated several objections to the bill, which 
Lord AtrHorp again defended. 

The House then divided: for the bill, 274; against it, 94; Minis- 
terial majority, 180. So the bill passed. 


, On Tuesday, it was taken up to the House of Peers, by a deputa- 
tion from the Commons. 


The Duke of Buckincuam asked Earl: Grey when he intended to 
move its first reading % 
Earl Grey said, he intended to follow the usual custom, and 
move that it be read a first time forthwith; which he accordingly did. 
The Duke of Bucxincuam wished to know, as this bill affected a 
prune of the Crown, whether Earl Grey was authorized by the 
ing to introduce the bill. According to the order of the House, 
such bills could only be introduced on a direct message from his 
Majesty. 
Harl Grey, as one of: the King’s responsible servants was prepared; 
as usual, to communicate his Majesty’s assent to the measure. 
The Duke of Bucxrycnam said, that’ was not sufficient’; a special 


Earl-Grey repeated, that he would take upon himself the responsi- 
bility of introducing the measure, and further than that he did not 
think it necessary for him to say. He then stated, in answer to a 
question from the Duke of CuMBERLAND, that ample: time would be 
given for the consideration of the measure, and that he would fix the 
second reading for Monday next. 

The Duke of Cumpertanp said, that there had been so much 
vacillation in the conduct of Ministers respecting this bill, and so many 
alterations in it, that he would defy any man to tell what its provisions 
now were. 

The bill was then read a first time, and ordered to be printed; the 
second reading was also fixed for Monday the 15th. 


In the course of the same evening, the Archbishop of Dustin pre- 
sented a petition from certain clergymen in his. diocese, praying for 
some alterations in the bill, but not opposingit entirely. The Arch- 
bishop proceeded to make some remarks in reference to the assertion 
that the King would be restrained by his Coronation Oath from assent- 
ing to this measure. 

Now, this assertion conveyed a heavy charge against those who petitioned at 
all in favour of the measure ; because it might be said that they were willing that 
a bill should pass through Parliament, an assent to the provisions of which 
would not be consistent with his Majesty’s solemn oath. The petitioners, how- 
ever, looked at this point precisely as he did. They were of opinion that the 
Coronation Oath affected the King in his executive, but not in his legislative 
capacity. That oath did not prevent him from assenting to any measure which 
was sanctioned by the other branches of the Legislature. If the oath were in- 
tended to affect one branch of the Legislature, the members of that and of the 
other House of Parliament ought to take a similar oath. He could not see why 
one portion of the Legislature should be thus tied up, and not the others. Their 
ancestors had no.such object in view; and, in his opinion, if the oath were in- 
tended to operate in the way which had been contended for, their ancestors would 
have imposed it rather on the two Houses of Parliament than on the King. 
If the oath only affected the King in his executive capacity, it was not necessary 
that the members of the two Houses should have such an oath administered to 
them ; but if it extended to the King’s legislative capacity, then he could not see 
why the other two branches of the Legislature should not take a similar oath. 
They were in the habit of speaking of the three branches of the constitutions 
but if this oath had the binding effect which some noble lords attributed to it, 
they would have four branches,—namely, King, Lords, Commons, and Corona~ 
tion Oath. The two Houses of Parliament and the King might feel that certain 
alterations in the law would be beneficial; but yet, according to the doctrine 
which he was opposing, their ancestors, through the medium of this oath, might 
and would prevent the improvement. Now, as the grave had closed over them, 
there could be no appeal to their judgment; and, however absurd it was, the 
law, if this doctrine were maintained, must remain as it was. 

The Earl of Enon said, that this was the first time he had ever 
heard a right reverend prelate assert that the members of both Houses 
of Parliament had taken a coronation oath. (‘‘ Vo, no!”? and laughter.) 
He would not discuss the subject then, but if what the Archbishop 
said was correct, there never was an oath which any man took which he 
might not escape from. 

Earl Grey supported the Archbishop’s’opinion respecting the oath. 
He felt that he was supported by the very best authorities that existed 
in the history of the country, when he asserted that the Coronation 
Oath applied to the executive and not to the legislative capacity of the 

Sing. 

The Bishop of Exerer differed altogether from Earl Grey in-his 
interpretation ; but he would reserve himself for the “ unanswerable 
and irrefragable” argument on the subject, to which the Earl stood 
pledged. 

The Duke of Cumsrrtanp also totally differed from Earl Grey. 
He maintained that no measure more directly bore upon the Coronation 
Oath than the Irish Church Bill. 

Earl Grey—* That is the opinion of the illustrious Duke—that is of an in- 
dividual member of this House. I, as another individual member, have only to 
say that niy opinion is directly opposite, and that I should be glad to hear the— 
I have no doubt convincing—argument of the illustrious Duke in support of hie 
view.” 

The Duke of Cumprriann—* I refer the noble Earl to the 5th article of the 
Act of Union ; and I defy him to show that that article did not bind his Ma- 
jesty by his Coronation Oath against asxenting to the present bill.” 

Earl Grey— I readily accept of the illustrious Duke’s defiance. (Cheers. ) 
I can tell him, that I have looked at the 5th article of Union, and I have con= 
sidered its provisions, and those of the Coronation Oath, as carefully, with all 
due humility let me say it, as the illustrious Duke can have; and, accepting his 
challenge, I shall be prepared to show that the Coronation Oath can in no 
degree whatever prevent the King giving his assent—as I earnestly trust the 
decision of your Lordships will render necessary—to the Irish Church Bill.” 

The conversation was then discontinued. 


On Thursday, the Archbishop of CanTERBURY presented a petition, 
signed by the Archbishop and Clergy of Armagh, against the bill. He 
was the more anxious to draw the attention of the House to this peti- 
tion, because it had been said that the Arehbishop of Armagh was fa- 
vourable to the measure, and had assisted in drawing up.some of the 
clauses. The petitioners stated that they would not oppose the redue- 
tion of a certain number of bishoprics, the revenues of which should 
be applied to the diminution of the tax:upon the clergy, but they im- 
nes the House not to reduce them to the extent contemplated by 
the bill. 

The Duke of WeELttNcTON presented a petition against the bill from 
the clergy of the diocese of Clogher. He said that he considered the 
measure as utterly inconsistent with the policy of this country since the 
Reformation, but more especially since the Revolution. hat _poliey 
was to support the Protestant religion in Ireland, as was Shown most 
clearly in latter times, in the repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts, 
and the Catholic Relief Bill. Yet now this measure was brought upon 
them: it was the necessary consequence of the measure of last-year, 
which he should never cease to-deplore. This bill, moreover, could 
not receive the Royal assent, without a violation of the Coronation 
Oath. His Majesty swears that he will maintain inviolate all the prin- 
eiples and temporalities of the Chureh of Ireland ; therefore the-bill 
before the house was diametrically opposed to the very spirit of: the 
oath. At the proper time, he would -defy any man to show that his 
Majesty could by any possibility give his consent to that bill. He could 








Pita was necessary. The House was entitled to know whether 
the Head of the Church had consented to the spoliation of the Church. 
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e King, but thought an oath as binding in the one capacity as the 
other. 

_Earl Grey would be prepared at the proper time to prove that the 
bill deserved a very different character ion what it had received from 
the Duke of Wellington; who, it appeared, objected not only to the 
details, but to the pritfeiple of it, and would therefore vote against its 
second reading. He had heard with much satisfaction the petition of the 
clergy of Armagh, which seemed to acknowledge the principle, though 
it objected to some details of the bill. He was much surprised to hear 
the Duke of Wellington’s observations respecting the Coronation 
Oath; as he remembered the objections, now urged by the Duke, were 
urged quite as strongly against the Catholic Relief Bill, when he had 
the honour, with the concurrence, as he had supposed, of the Duke, of 
combating them. If the argument was inapplicable to the principle on 
which Catholic emancipation was passed, it was still more inappropri- 
ate, if possible, to the present measure—(“ No, no!” from the Duke of 
Cumberland. ) 

Earl Grey—“ I hope the noble Duke will have the decency—( Cries 
of “ Order, order!” from the Opposition, and cheers from the Ministerial 
benches.) ‘The illustrious Duke has a right to maintain his opinions 
on every measure, but because he differs with me—” 

Lord Kenyon—* I call the noble Lord to order, and I ask your 
Lordships to say whether his language is decorous.” 

Earl Grey—“ If the noble Lord wishes to take the opinion 
of the House on the subject, of course I must submit to that 
decision ; but I think that such interruptions when a person is speak- 
ing are unworthy of the noble Lord, and indecent towards the House. 

The Duke of Cumpertanp said, there was no man inthe House 
more unwilling to commit an act of indecency than himself; but if he 
were not allowed to call “‘ No, no!” when he dissented from a propo- 
sition, while those who assented to it might cry “ Hear, hear!” there 
was an end to all liberty of speech. 

The Duke of Wrttincron said, that he had certainly been guilty 
of recommending to his Majesty to give his consent, in his executive 
capacity, to the Catholic Relief Bill; and he would not then diseuss 
the point whether it was or was not contrary to the Coronation Oath. 
But he would venture the opinion, that the Irish Church Bill was con- 
trary to the uniform policy of the country and the Coronation Oath. 

The Duke of BuckrvcHam repeated his opinion, already stated 
when the bill was brought in, that the measure was one of spoliation. 

Earl Grey said, when the details came to be discussed, it would 
then be seen whether it was a measure of spoliation. He begged to 
announce to the House, that he was authorized to declare his Majesty’s 
formal consent that their Lordships should entertain and discuss the 
measure. 

After a few remarks from the Earl of Harrowny, the Duke of 
WELLINGTON, and the Duke of Buckincuam, the second reading of 
the bill was fixed for Wednesday next, instead of Monday ; to be com- 
mitted, should the second reading be carried, on the following Friday. 


2. Catt or THE House. Sir Joun Wrorrestey gave notice on 
Friday, that “in consequence of what had passed in another place last 
night” [alluding to the opposition of the Lords to the Irish Church 
Temporalities Bill], he would on Monday next move fora call of the 
House on Thursday. 

Mr. Wynn thought Sir John Wrottesley should state some grounds 
for his motion. 

Sir Joun Wrotrtestey replied, that he should be prepared to state 
those grounds on Monday. 


8. Locat Courts BILL. 
the third reading of this bill. 
reserved himself for the reply. 

Lord WHaARNCLIFFE moved, as an amendment, that the bill be read 
that day six months. He said that, instead of amending the adminis- 
tration of justice, which it professed to do, the bill did more, in his 
opinion, to disorganize society, than any single measure which could 
easily be imagined. He admitted that some reforms were necessary : 
perhaps more frequent circuits of the Judges would be advisable—there 
were now enough of Judges to go the circuit more frequently. But it 
was a strange way of giving cheap and speedy justice, to send men from 
the remote parts of Yorkshire and Lancashire to the county town for 
the settlement of their disputes. He’ doubted the utility of enabling 
people to settle their personal quarrels with attornies at their elbows : 
through the agency of such men, eternal litigation would be engendered. 
He denied that the bill would be a benefit to the poor man; and 
affirmed that it was not called for, as the rights of property in the hands 
of both rich and poor were never better protected than at the present 
moment, 

The Earl of Rosse opposed, and the Earl of WickLow supported 
the amendment. 

Lord Lynpuunrst said, he would fairly and candidly state his objections 
to the bill. He had previously signified his intention to the Lord 
Chancellor to oppose it, while he thought it the measure of an indivi- 
dual; and he did not know that he ought to shrink from doing so now 
that he found Government had adopted it. He objected, in the first 

lace, to the great increase of patronage which it would confer upon the 
Tool Chancellor ; and although he was well aware that, personally, pa- 
tronage was not sought for by Lord Brougham, still the seals might 

fall into less scrupulous hands—into those of a man who, with equal 
talents, might possess less moderation, who might be indifferent to 
the institutions of his country, and desirous of being the founder of a 
new system, and of establishing his authority upon a more secure basis 
than the fleeting one of popular favour. Such a man, by means of the 
facilities offered by this bill, would be enabled to grasp a degree of 
power almost unlimited. ‘The great expense it would involve was 
another objection to the measure. While the cost of the existing 

Courts of Westminster Hall did not exceed 100,000/. per annum, the 
expenditure occasioned by this bill would not be less than 150,000/. 
per annum. He quoted the opinion of Sir Matthew Hale, and of a 
writer in the Edinburgh Review—which, from similarity of style, might 
almost be supposed to be Lord Brougham’s himself—against the esta- 
blishment of ocal Courts: they had been tried and abandoned in the 
earlier periods of our history. He contended with much earnestness 


Lord Brovenam, on Tuesday, moved 
He made no speech on the occasion, but 








against the notion that this could fairly be called “ the 
as it had been styled in ‘a document” (meaning the Times newspaper) 
that he perused every morning at breakfast. He denied that it esta- 
blished tribunals which resembled the courts over which the Assistant 
Barristers presided in Ireland. The effect of the measure would be to 
eg the bar, which he conceived many of their Lordships were pecu- 
liarly bound to vindicate and protect. He asserted that the bill was 
emphatically a bill to oppress the poor, especially the poor debtor, who 
might be taken in judgment in the short period of six weeks from the 
commencement of a suit. He reminded their Lordships, that the wit- 
nesses who gave evidence to the Common Law Commissioners were 
wholesale tradesmen and bankers, not poor men. The result of the 
bill would be to transfer to badly-constructed local tribunals, all actions 
for libel, and for malicious trespasses—in short, all actions for personal 
torts ; for the jurisdiction of the Court extended to cases of the amount of 
50/., and in twelve out of fourteen cases of this kind, the verdicts were for 
less than 501. It was incorrect to say that the bill followed the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioners : it did no such thing, for they recom- 
mended 20/. as the limit ofits jurisdiction ; whereas the bill raised it to 501. 
It would be easy to raise it to 100/. ; and thus the King’s Bench would be 
ousted of nineteen twentieths of the causes which now came before it. 
Then again, the bill gave no means of redress toa man aggrieved by an un- 
just verdict. This was the effect of a bill:propounded, after five years’ 
deliberation, by the Lord Chancellor of England! The Registrars— 
the travelling companions of the Judges, by whom they were appointed 
—had the selection of the Juries ; from all interference in which, under 
our present system, the Judges were peremptorily excluded. There 
were many other objections to this measure which he could state, but 
his main and most weighty objection was, that it established local 
Judges to administer the law,—men who from their residence would 
become acquainted with every party, every witness, every juror—whose 
likings and dislikes, whose predilections and animosities, would have 
free play, or, what was almost as bad, would be liable to the suspicion 
of partiality. Lord Lyndhurst concluded by disclaiming every personal 
or party motive in opposing the bill, and declaring his decided assent 
to Lord Wharncliffe’s amendment. 

Lord Piunkert said, that much of Lord Lyndhurst’s argument was 
applicable rather against the office of Lord Chancellor than against 
Local Courts. The latter, he begged to remind the House, were 
established in the country in former days; and the system of Courts at 
Westminster Hall was introduced as an improvement upon them. Our 
ancestors had a right to make that change or improvement; but we had 
certainly a right also to change the Courts of Westminster Hall, when 
we found that, from a change in the times, they did not answer the 
purpose for which they were instituted—that of administering im- 
partial and cheap justice. The main objection of Blackstone to a 
system of local judicature, was the permanent residence of the Judges. 
He himself thought that the bill might perhaps be improved in this 
respect; but this was a matter of detail, and did not effect the main 
principle of the measure. As far as the system of local courts had 
been established in Ireland, its results were highly favourable; it had 
succeeded as far as experience could go to establish a principle. Lord 
Lyndhurst evidently underrated the evils of the present system in this 
country, and overrated the dangers of the plan by which it was proposed 
to remedy those evils. Lord Plunkett dwelt at some length upon 
the very great expense incurred in the recovery of just debts in this 
country, and upon the consequent advantage it gave to the rich against 
the poor in this respect. The report of the Commissioners stated, that 
the expenses of recovering debts were, on the average, four times the 
amount of the debt recovered. 

Lord Wynrorp objected to the amount of patronage conferred by 
the bill upon the Chancellor. He was sure that this patronage, con- 
nected with the other held by Lord Brougham, would confer upon him 
a degree of power inconsistent with the lives, liberties, and property of 
the public. He had wished the operation of the bill to be limited to 
two counties; but when the amendment which he proposed to that 
effect was rejected, he determined to vote against the bill. The mea- 
sure would be found to be impracticable, in less than three months. 
Local Courts had been tried in former times, and in modern times, and 
the due administration of justice in them was found to be impracticable. 
They existed in the Metropolis. 

There were init the Lord Mayor’s Court, the Sheriff’s, and the Palace Courts, 
in which actions under 20/, might be tried. Yet, though the gates of those 
Courts stood gaping wide, no suitors could be tempted to enter scarcely ; as was 
proved by the fact, that 300 cases that might be tried in those Courts were 
carried to the superior Courts. They were found to be expensive—that was the 
chief reason; and he appealed to Lord Brougham, whether by his bill.the ex~ 
pense of the inferior Courts, in regard to witnesses, would not be greater than 
they were at present in the other Courts. 

If this bill passed, there was little probability that the bar would con- 
tinue respectable, or that justice would be well administered. 


Lord Brovcuam began his reply by disposing first of the strictures 
of Lord Wynford. 

His noble and learned friend laboured under so considerable a degree of igno- 
rance upon the question which their Lordships had to consider—so great was 
his misapprehension not only of the principle of the measure—not only of any 
of its provisions—not only of the grounds upon which it was introduced—not 
only of the arguments by which it was supported or assailed—not only of the 
very papers which he himself made use of—but of the abit oer of his own 
bili—that it would only be necessary for him to trouble their Lordships with’a 
very few observations indeed, in order to dispose of all that had fallen from him. 

He certainly was very much struck with Lord Wynford’s intellectual 
blindness on this subject, and his marvellous ignorance of the facts of 
the case. 

For example, he had said that County Courts and Local Courts where every- 
where to be found—that there was hardly a county, city, or great town, in 
which they were not to be found ; and yet they were so little beneficial, that no 
suitors were to be found—though their doors were gaping, suitors would not en- 
ter—they did not like the system. Within the limits, as it might be said, of the 
Metropolis, there were Palace Court, the Lord Mayor’s Court in London, and 
the Court of the Sheriff of Middlesex; and there are, as was well known, 
various Courts of a similar description elsewhere. Now it so happened that he 
held in his hand-returns from the Steward of the Palace Court, who was ap- 
pointed under the Lord Steward, and from those returns it appeared that in the, 
year 1892 there were tried in that Court no fewer than 921 causes. 
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Lord Wynrorp—“ Was not that the number of writs issued?” 

Lord Brovcnamsaid he would presently favour Lord Wynford with the num- 
ber of writs issued—921 was the number of the causes actually brought to trial 
in a single year. What did their Lordships pe was the actual number of 
writs? Only 7,100—( Great cheering and laughter )—only 7,100 in the Palace 
Court in one year; and those were the Local Courts of which his noble and 
learned friend told them the doors were gaping wide, and that no suitors would 
enter. 

In Liverpool and Manchester, upwards of 20,000 cases were annually 
decided in these Local Courts. ‘Throughout the country there were many 


Courts of the same description,—many of them certainly greatly in | 


need of reform in the mode of operation. Wherever they were, how- 
ever, they were contantly resorted to for their proximity and cheapness. 
Lord Brougham called the attention of the House to the strong sup- 
port which his measure received from the report of the Commissioners, 
men of the highest eminence and standing in the legal profession, and 
whose political bias was opposed to his own and that of his friends in 
the Government. He was now on his defence before the House. 
He had been attacked by Lord Lyndhurst,—powerfully seconded by the 
knowledge and accuracy of Lord Wynford! He admitted that there might 
be a theoretical objection to the residence of the Judges; but this was the 
lesser of two evils, and, practically, any inconvenience that could arise 
from this source was trifling compared with the benefits which the measure 
would confer. He didnot apprehend much danger from the partiality of 
Judges acting under the scrutinizing eye of.a public, he would not say 
glaring, but frowning with suspicion on all men in office. Was there 
a town in England in which a Judge would be called upon to act, 
where there was not a newspaper? (A laugh.) Some noble Lords 
were merry at this mention of newspapers, but he never knew a Judge 
who was not unwilling to expose himself to the censure of the press, 
however he might affect a disregard of newspapers. He was extremely 
surprised that Lord Wharncliffe, of all men, should suppose that local 
judges were liable to partiality or corruption. Were not the Magis- 
trates, whether acting as single Justices in their own parlours, or in 
Petty-Sessions, or in Quarter-Sessions, local Judges? and was not 
Lord Wharncliffe distinguished as an able, discerning, and impartial 
Judge, in his capacity of Chairman of the Sessions in the West Riding 
of Yorkshire, where he dwelt, and where both his political and per- 
sonal predilections whether of favour or enmity had full play? He was; 
and no suspicion of local interest or attachment had ever cast a shadow 
of a shade over the brightness of his judicial career. Lord Brougham 
next applied himself to the misstatements of Lord Lyndhurst. To 
enliven a dull subject, he had soared into the regions of fiction—he 
would not say pleasant, but pure fiction; and at last fell into a series 
of inaccuracies which would have done honour to the late Chief Justice 
of the Common Pleas. 

Lord Wyxrorp rose, amidst loud cries of “ Order!” and declared 
that he had submitted a long time with patience, but he would not be 
held up to ridicule by any man. (Laughter and cheers.) 

Lord Brovcuam said, he had only charged him with inaccuracy. 
He hoped he would remember what Dean Swift said of persons who 
were laughed at. 

Lord Wyxrorp desired that the 15th Standing Order might be read. 

It was read accordingly, and was found to require— 

eoeeee that all personal, sharp, or taxing speeches be forborne”—( Laughter 
and cheers )—that the speaker “should apply his answer without wrong to the 
ag and that as nothing offensive ought to be spoken, so nothing ought to 
be ill taken”—( Immense checring from all sides )— that the party who speaks 
what offends shall presently make a fair explanation ; or if otherwise, that the 
House would sharply censure the offender, and call upon him to make fit repara- 
tion or to give full satisfaction.” (Cheers and laughter. ) 

Lord Broucuam, after the confusion had subsided, assured the 
House that he would conform to the order—as explained by modern 
usage. He hoped that Lord Wynford would take nothing ill that was 
not offensively spoken, and he would avoid all “personal, sharp, and 
taxing speeches.” He then showed the inaccuracy of Lord Lyndhurst’s 
statement that the bill would occasion an expenditure of 150,000/. an- 
nually: the expense, in fact, as he proved by a calculation of the num- 
ber of offices and the salaries to be created under the bill, would not ex- 
ceed 60,0001. He then stated at considerable length the mode which 
he had adopted in disposing of his clerical and legal patronage ; and de- 
fended himself from the insinuation against his disinterestedness on 
this subject. He especially wished to remind their Lordships, that this 
Local Courts measure had been brought forward by him, when Lord 
Lyndhurst himself was Chancellor, and that it could not therefore have 
been propounded with a view to increase his own individual power or 
influence. He defended several details of the measure at length; and 
declared that he would not believe, until convinced by their votes, that 
their Lordships intended to throw it out. 

*¢ T hear strange rumours of all kinds, in all quarters. Whispers fill the air. 
Every species of tale is borne on the winds. Nevertheless, I will not believe 
them until you, my Lords, convince me; and even you can only convince me 
by coming to a vote, to refuse to pass this bill. My Lords, I am not here to 
flatter you. It does not belong to me. I neither give nor take flattery; I will 
neither be its victim nor its dispenser. I will tell your Lordships the plain 
truth ; which be it, as it may, the less palatable, is, at all events, the fairer and 
the more honest course. I will tell you plainly that, if your Lordships throw 
out this bill, it will in no way relax any efforts of mine in favour of law reform ; 
and whoever expects by it to damp or discourage me from prosecuting such 
measures as I think necessary to the safety of the country, the honour of Parlia- 
ment, and the good of the King’s subjects, reckons without his host, and in me 
mistakes his man. ( Cheers.) But to say that I should feel no mortification— 
that I should be in no sense discouraged—that I should not to a certain extent 
despair—would be affecting a state of mind which I could not feel; for un- 
doubtedly, when I first took the office which I have the honour to hold, my 
great and primary motive was that I might have the means of using the official 
influence of my station to accomplish effectual and adequate, though cautious, 
safe, and judicious measures of the law reform. Therefore, although I shall 
continue to discharge my duty, and to propound measures of reform, they then, 
of course, will be moderate—they then will be inadequate, and applying to 
points of inferior importance ; because it would be useless to propose what ex- 
perience would have shown to be impracticable. But such measures as there is 
a chance of getting your Lordships to accede to, I will propound. Within those 
limits I shall still be ready, although it be but half an inch of the way, to ac- 
company your Lordships. But, my Lords, I am not the only person whose ex~ 
pectations will be disappointed by the rejection of this bill. It may be of little 
moment whether you damp my hopes, and dash the cup from my lips. But 








your country ,will be disappointed. I perceive that that word has excited a 
smile, as I was certain it would, amongst a number of noble lords,—as if the most 
safe, and prudent, and dignified course that this House could possibly take, would 
be to disregard all such considerations, and not to care whether the hopes of your 
country are damped or no. ( Cries of ** No, no!” from the Opposition.) Well, 
then, my Lords, it is untrue—you do care—you would regret to damp the hopes of 
your country—you do lament any step that would frustrate the expectations of 
the people. 1 heartily rejoice at it; and, as I am confident that that is the 
frame of mind in which your Lordships now are, I am bound, on the intimation 
which your Lordships have just conveyed to me, to expect that you will not 
throw out a bill which brings home cheap justice to every man’s door, and 
which, if you do reject, you tell this country, that, through this channel at least 
—and no other is pointed out—through this channel the hopes and expectations 
of the country are not to be realized.” ( Cheers.) 

The Gallery was then cleared fora division ; when two divisions took 
place. The original question being ‘that this bill be now read a second,” 
and an amendment “that this bill be read a second time this day 
six months,” having been proposed, the first division took place upon 
the question “ that the word proposed to be left out (viz. the word now) 
stand part of the question.” Upon this the numbers were—-Content : 
Present 81, Proxies 41, total 122; Not content: Present 81, Proxies 
53, total 134; majority 12. The second division was upon the ques- 
tion ‘* That this bill be a second time this day six months ;” and upon 
this the numbers were—Content: Present 68; Not content 73; majo- 
rity 5. So the bill is rejected. 

In the House of Commons on the same night, Mr. O’ ConneLL gave 
notice, that on Thursday he should move a resolution declaratory of the 
opinion of that House, that it was the duty of the Representatives o. 
the People to take immediate means for the establishment of Courts 
of Local Jurisdiction for the better administration of justice. 


4. Law Rerorms. Lord Brovcnam, on Friday, in moving the 
committal of the Chancery Regulation Bill, said, that in order to se- 
cure unanimity, a clause which had been objected to was withdrawn 
from the bill. That clause related to the system of taxation in the 
Court of Chancery, and the sworn clerks. Some important additions had 
been made to the bill, especially one for abolishing the office of Six 
Clerks ; who, during six months of the year, had nothing todo. It 
was proposed that no vacancies which occurred in that office should be 
filled up till the number of the clerks was reduced to two, and those 
two were to be retained only until Parliament should make other pro- 
visions on the subject. He also proposed to abolish the fees for copyists 
in the Master’s Oflice, and gratuities to clerks ; also the payment of the 
Masters by salaries instead of by fees. 

The House then went into Committee pro forma, after which the re- 
port was ordered to be considered on Monday. 

Lord Brovcuam then said, that the abolition of several other offices 
had been intended, the salaries of which amounted to 17,0001. ; but that 
in consequence of the rejection of the Local Courts Bill, no provision 
for the performance of the duties of these offices was made, and their 
abolition must therefore be postponed. ‘There was, however, no rea- 
son for delay in bringing in one or two other important measures. The 
Ecclesiastical Courts in this country—the jurisdiction of some of which 
extended over large districts—were about three hundred in number; it 
had been suggested by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, that their 
duties and jurisdiction should be extended to the Diocesan Courts, but 
this was found to be inconvenient. He had thought that they might be 
transferred to the Judges to be appointed under the Local Courts Bill; 
of course that could not now be done. The object of the bill, then, 
which he now introduced, and in which were embodied nine other 
bills which had been introduced into the House, was to abolish 
Peculiars, and give the jurisdiction to the Diocesan. He proposed 
also to deprive the Ecclesiastical Courts of all jurisdiction in criminal 
actions which were brought for brawling and profanation, and to make 
these acts punishable as a misdemeanor by the Judges of the Common 
Law Courts. There were other provisions relative to the punishment 
of clerks who had misbehaved, the dilapidation of churches, and the 
mode of proving wills. Lord Brougham again took occasion to deplore 
the loss of the Local Courts Bill; but said, that it would not prevent 
him from carrying on improvements,-—if not so far as he could wish, 
still to such a length as their Lordships would be pleased to permit 
him. He then moved the first reading of the bill, the principal provi- 
sions of which he had just detuiled. ‘ 

The Bishop of GLoucesTer expressed his satisfaction at the mea- 
sure; the improvements it contained were not only important, but 
essential. 

The bill was read a first time. 

Lord Brovcuam said, he had another bill to lay before their Lord- 
ships, which had likewise been delayed till the decision on the Local 
Courts Bill was ascertained. There were at present four Judges of 
the Insolvent Court who went the circuit ; during which time and the 
six weeks of vacation, the unfortunate debtors who wanted relief could 
obtain none. The Judges, moreover, only went two of the circuits, and 
nore were wanted to go the others. As long as there was a chance of 
the Local Courts Bill becoming a law, he had not thought it necessary 
to bring forward the present measure ; but he now moved the first read- 
ing of the bill to give a concurrent jurisdiction with the Judges of the 
Insolvent Court to the Judges of the Court of Review. He hoped 
this measure would only be temporary, and that the bill for the amend- 
ment of tke law of debtor and creditor, now suspended, would be 
allowed to pass, and thus render it unnecessary. 

This bill also was read a first time; and 

Lord Broucuam again rose to move that a Court of Appeal should 
be instituted in the Court of Chancery, which might be resorted to by 
suitors in Chancery. The court would consist of the Lord Chancellor, 
the Chief Baron, the Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellor, and 
another Judge to whom he would presently refer. He could say that no 
judge had ever sat in the Court of Exchequer who had given more sa- 
tisfaction than Lord Lyndhurst. He had given entire and universal 
satisfaction; so that nearly as many entries had been made in that 
Court as in the King’s Bench, and more than in the Common Pleas. 
This made the proposed measure necessary, as the business of that 
Court was pressing. The new Judge he had alluded to, he proposed 
should be the Chief Judge in Equity or in Chancery. By this means 
its ordinary judicial functions would be separated from the Great Seal ; 
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but the Lord Chancellor would retain his political and ministerial ones, 
and all his highest and most important functions. He would still be 
the Judge of a Court of Appeal in that House and in the Privy Coun- 
cil, and a Judge of the Appeal Court of Chancery, but the Chief 
Judge in Equity wouldyhave the jurisdiction in cases of lunacy. 

With respect to the salary of the additional Judge, it could be provided for 
without imposing any additional burden on the public. The salary of the Chief 
Justice of the Court of King’s Bench, which was formerly 10,0002. a year, had 
been reduced to 8,000. The salary of the Chicf Justice of the Common Pleas 
had been reduced to 7,000/, a year. Now, he thought that the salary of the 
Master of the Rolls, on the resignation or death of the individual now holding 
it, should be reduced from 7,000/. a year to the same amountas the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s. Here then would bea considerable saving. When it was proposed last 
year to fix the salary of the Lord Chancellor at 14,000/., he had stated his opi- 
nion that 10,000/. a year was sufficient. But if this new Judge were appointed, 
the Chancellor’s labours would be in some degree diminished, and he thought 
that 8,000/. would be an ample salary. Here then would be sufficient to make 
up the salary of the new Judge. 

Lord ELtENnzoroveu said, Lord Brougham should not forget, when 
he proposed lowering the salaries of Judges, that the emoluments of 
barristers were much higher than formerly. He could not approve of 
a system of economy which would deprive the country of the services 
of able and learned men. 

Lord Brovcuam agreed that it was bad policy to pay the Judges 


inadequately. That part of the subject should receive his best at- 
tention, 

The bill was then read a first time. 

5. IMprRisoNMENT For Dest Bint. Sir Jonn Campse rt said, on 


Vednesday, that in consequence of the rejection of the Local Courts 
Sill, hé co ot press this bill at present to a Committee; because 
Lill, hé could not pr this bill at tt ( ttee; | 
the Judges under the Local Courts Bill were to have carried some of 
its, provisions into effect. He hoped, however, to make an arrangement 
by which the Commissioners of Bankrupts might execute its provisions, 
The C : tees WW ; 

he Committee on the bill was then postponed,to Wednesday next. 


6. Burerary Birt. Mr. Ewart, on Wednesday, moved the second 
reading of this bill. ; 

Sir Joun Campzett (the Solicitor-General), opposed it; but after 
some remarks from Mr. Aciionny and other members, it was agreed 
that it should be read a second time, and referred to « Select Committee. 


7. Apmisston or SrupENTs ro THE Bar. Sir F. Vincent pre- 
sented a petition, on Wednesday, from the Westminster attornies, com- 
plaining of the regulations whereby students were e:tered and called to 
to the bar, and praying for a Committee of Inquiry into the conduct of 
the Benchers of the Inns of Court. A conversation arose on this sub- 
ject, in which Mr. Pui.trorrs, Colonel Evans, Mr. Suri, Mr. 
Luoyp, and Mr. Harvey joined. All these gentlemen were in favour 
of inquiry ; and, in allusion to the case of Mr. Harvey more especially, 
remarked upon the necessity of its taking place, in order that the cha- 
racters of all concerned might be vindicated from suspicion of improper 
conduct and motives. 

8. East Inpra Company's Cuanrer. Mr. Crartes Grant 
Wednesday moved the second reading of the East India Company’s 
Charter Bill. 


Mr. Bucktncuam moved as an amendment, that a 
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be passed for the opening of the China trade in A; that 
the other parts of the measure should be deferred till sion. He 
objected to the continuance of the government of J: he hands 


of the Company. If the proposition were now made for t! 
for giving the control of that country into the hands of 
merchants, it would not be listened to. He maintained that the trade 
of the Company and their administration of Indian affairs had both been 
disastrous. He did not believe that if they were called upon to pay 
their debts to-morrow, they could pay twenty shillings in the pound. 
He adverted to the works of Mr. Rickards and Mr. Mill, in proof of 
his statements respecting the heavy debt and wretched finaucial pro- 
ceedings of the East India Company. The system of taxation was par- 
ticularly bad, and oppressive to the poor cultivator of the soil. Among 
other things, he mentioned that rice, the general food of the inhabi- 
tants, was taxed 1,000 per cent. Justice was administered by young 
men unacquainted with the laws and language of the natives. Pundits, 
natives learned in the law, but very venal, were in fact the judges in 
the shape of advisers, and assistants to the young occupaiits of the seat 
of justice. 

The motion of Mr. Buckingham appears not to have been seconded. 

Mr. Hume made some observations on the original question, There 
were several parts of the proposed arrangement which he objected to; 
but as he was notable to propose any thing better, he thought that the 
question should be settled now, in preference to postpouing it for an- 
other year. 

Mr. W. Wuirmore thought that the government of India should be 
committed to the Company for ten, rather than twenty years. That 
the Company had made a good bargain, was evident from the advance 
in the price of East India Stock. He hoped that a new and bright 
era had commenced for India. 


irst time 





Mr. Macautay observed, that not one voice was raised in defence 
of the China monopoly. He said that the difficulties of separating the 
accounts of the Company as a trading corporation from those which be- 
longed to them as territorial sovereigns were insurmountable. No one 
could truly say what were commercial, what territorial assets. The 
case could not be adjudicated ; it became necessary, therefore, that the 
matter should be compromised. He considered that upon the whole 
the compromise had been fairly made. It was not to be wondered at, 
that India Stock, now that the difficulties of the subject were arranged, 
should have risen to the price which it bore four or five years ago. He 
defended some other points of the Government plan, and particularly 
the admission of Hindoos to office; and declared that he would never 
be a party to any measure for retarding their desire to acquire British 
habits and institutions. 


Mr. Wynn approved of several parts of the measure, but must with. 
hold his assent from others. Ata future stage of the bill, he would 


state his opinions respecting its provisions more at large. 





mpany of | , # ; 4 ; 
the'tr | tiating upon the cruelties practised by the Russians upon the Poles, 





i tion of his Gove 


| some verbal and unimportant amendments. 
| to sit again on Monday. 


Mr. O’ Connect objected to some of the provisions of the bill, espe- 
cially that which gave the Company a twenty years’ lease of the go- 
vernment of India. 

Mr. Watwace and Mr. Ewarr approved of the measure. 

Mr. Cuarves Granv briefly replied tosome of the objections to the 
bill, and stated that he would discuss them more fully at a future 
stage. 

The bill was then read a second time. 


On. Friday, at the morning: sitting, Mr. Caantes Grant having 
moved the Order of the Day for the going into Committee on the bill, 
a conversation ensued as to the mode of proceeding ; several members 
being desirous of moving instructions to the Committee relative to the 
monopoly of salt, the admission of sugar and coffee from the East and 
West Indies at equal duties, and for returns of East India imports: 
but the Speaker said, that no substantive motion could now be made 
except in a Committee of the whole House; it was not necessary, 
therefore, to discuss these subjects while he was in the chair. 

The House then went into Committee; and the preamble having 
been postponed, the first clause was read. It was proposed to fill up 
the blank relative to the duration of the Charter with the words ‘ 22d 
April 1854.” 

Mr. Hume moved that the clause should be altered so as to give 
Parliament the power of terminating the Charter at the end of ten 
years. 

Mr. Buckrncuam, Mr. W. Wurrmorr, Mr. G. F. Younc, Mr. 
Frncu, and Mr. O’ConnELL, spoke in favour of, and Mr. CitarLes 
Grant, Mr. C. Fercusson, Mr. Lyatt, Mr. Marsonrpanks, Sir 
R. Inewis, and Mr. R. Gorpon, against the amendment. 

Mr. Wynn said that no limit whatever should be assigned, but that 
the power of terminating the agreement should belong to either party 
upon giving sufficient notice to the other. He preferred the shorter 
period, however, to the longer one. 

Three o’clock having struck before a division took place, the Chair- 
man reported progress, and the House adjourned. 

The discussion on Mr. Hume's motion was resumed in the evening 
sitting. 

Mr. O’ConnELL supported it. The House ought not to tie itself 
for a longer term than ten years. As it was agreed on all hands that 
the Company would derive no benefit from the duration of the Charter, 
he saw no reasonable ground for objecting to tle motion of Mr. HumE. 

Mr. Ewart, Mr. Harpy, and Mr. Hunn again advocated the 
amendment; which was opposed by Mr. ©. I'ErGusson and Lord 
Sanpon, and rejected, on a division, by 76 to 27. 

Mr. Mansoripanks called the attention of the Committee to the 
effect which the resolution that deferred the opening of the China trade 
to British shipping till the 22d of April 1834 would have on British 
commerce. ‘The effect of this would be, the throwing the whole China 
trade, for some five months, into the hands of foreigners ; for the Com- 
pany’s vessels cleared out from China in the month of January. 

The several clauses of the bill down to the 40th were 





greed to, with 
‘The Committee is ordered 
9. Potanp. Mr. Curiar Fercusson, on Tuesday, moved, 

“ That an humble address be presented to his Majesty, praying that his Ma- 
jesty would be graciously pleased i i give the sanc« 
n of Poland, the 









to recognize, or in any wa 
rnment to the present political state and conditic 








! : . ‘ ‘ . ° " act: : 
| same having been brought about in violation of the Treatyfof Vienna, to which 





| tion itself. 


| fully violated by Russia. 


Great Britain was a party.” 
He supported his motion in a speech of considerable length ; expa- 


their gross violation of the Treaty of Vienna, and the duty of the Re- 
presentatives of the British People to express their abhorrence of such 
conduct. He would not go to war with Russia, but he would not have 
this country exhibit any fear of Russia. He was anxious that Minis- 
ters should be armed by a vote of the House of Commons in any future 
proceedings, which this country, as a party to the Treaty of Vienna, 
might be required to take respecting Poland. He trusted that his mo- 
tion would be either affirmed or denied, and not met with “the previous 
question.” 

Mr. Tuomas Attwoop seconded the motion ; and insisted upon the 
necessity of our interfering on behalf of Poland with speed and vigour. 
He maintained that in a war to reestablish Polish independence, there 
would be no reluctance on the part of the country to furnish the neces- 
sary men and money. 

Sir Harry Verney approved of Mr. Fergusson’s temperate motion 
and speech ; and regretted that the attention of the House had been 
withdrawn from it by the remark of Mr. Attwood, who had misrepre- 
sented the question as a question of making war upon Russia. 

Sir Rozerr Incuis also eulogized Mr. Fergusson’s speech. He 
thought the cause of Poland was the cause of Europe and of civiliza- 
He went into some long statements to prove that solemn 
treaties and the guaranteed constitution of Poland had been shame~ 
He flattered himself that a recognition by 
the House of Commons, in the face of Europe, of the right of Poland 
to different treatment, would not be without its effect. It would, he 
sincerely hoped, eventually serve the cause of Poland. 

Lord PALMERSTON said, that on the ground of the Treaty of Vienna, 
the Powers of Europe who were parties to that treaty had a right to 
demand that the constitution of Poland should remain untouched. 
This opinion had not been conceded by the Russian Government. 
Russia, conceived, that in consequence of the revolt of Poland, its 
reconquest and revolution, that country was placed in the same situ- 
ation as it was prior to the Treaty of Vienna. The reply of the Bri- 
tish Government was, an adherence to the opinion that Russia had no 
right to overthrow the Polish Constitution. Under all the circum- 
stances of the case, it was considered unwise to involve Europe ina 
ae war inthe hope of ultimately securing Polish independence. 

With regard to the motion before the House, it was unnecessary, 
There was no reason whatever to suppose that Russia would seek our 
sanction to an.arrangement which she maintained that she was per~ 
fectly competent to make without it. He trusted that the motion 
would not be pressed to a division. 

















THE SPECTATOR. 





635 





Mr. O’ConnELL in strong terms denounced the conduct of the ‘en- 
throned brute ” who governed Russia, and the debased nobility of that 
country. He would as willingly keep company withOld Bailey thieves, 
as with such men. 

Lord Joun RvssEtt requested Mr. Fergusson to withdraw his 
motion. 

The beneficial consequences which might be anticipated from the knowledge of 
the unanimity which prevailed in that House upon this subject, would be en- 
tirely lost if the House were divided, and Ministers were compelled to resist the 
motion. (‘ No,no!”) 

Mr. Bucxincuam hoped the motion would not be withdrawn. 

Lord Atrnorp stated his regret that the motion was not to be with- 
drawn. 

What was the address? A statement of the opinion of that House, that the 
Emperor of Russia had been guilty of a violation of the Treaty of Vienna. 
Now, what answer could his Majesty be advised to give to such an address ; or 
what conduct could he be advised to pursue? It was quite impossible that his 
Majesty’s Government should consent to become parties to such a vote, and not 
follow it up by some strong measure. It was for that reason that Mr. Fergusson 
had been urged not to press his motion. 

He concluded by moving the previous question ; which was a course 
he had much wished to avoid. 

Mr. Warsurton thought that the House ought not to agree to the 
address, unless they were prepared, in consequence of their recorded 
vote, to follow it up by an appeal to arms. 

Mr. Hvme looked to the moral effect of the motion, and did not by 
any means consider himself pledged to go to war as a consequence of 
voting for it. 

Mr. Stan ey reprobated the idea of involving the country in a war; 
and asked if it would be consistent with the high character of the 
country to provoke a war, and afterwards flinch from it ? 

Sir Roserr Peer concurred in all that had been said in admiration 
of Polish gallantry, and expressed his deep regret at the course pursued 
by Russia, if the statements he beard were true. 

Mr. Frrcusson having refused to withdraw his motion, the House 
divided: for the motion, 95; against it, 177; Ministerial majority, 82. 

10. Russta anp TurkEY. On Monday, Mr. Henry L. Burwer, 
being called upon by the Speaker, said, that before making the motion 
of which he had given notice, he wished to know whether any Govern- 
ment existed ? 

Lord A.LrHorp, who had just then taken his seat, replied, “ Here 
we are.” 

Mr. Butwer said, it did not follow, because they were there, that 
they constituted a Government. However, he would goon. He dis- 
claimed all intention of hostility to Ministers in making his motion ; 
but it could not be supposed, when political events of such importance 
were taking place in Europe, that the House of Commons was not 
anxious to be made acquainted with the foreign policy of the Govern- 
ment. He went at some length into the policy of the Russian Govern- 
ment in her intercourse with foreign nations, and the artful manner in 
which she had extended her influence in Turkey. He detailed the 
circumstances which led to the present degraded condition of the 

Turkish empire,—the application from the Sultan to this country to 
Stop the progress of Mahomet Ali; our refusal to interfere even by a 
note ; the consequent necessity he was under to solicit assistance from 
Russia; and the ineffectual attempt of Admiral Roussin to procure the 
retreat of the Russian forces. He dwelt upon the necessity of oppo- 
sing the progress of Russian arms and intrigues in Europe. He had no 
wish to hurry this country into a war, but he did not think it states- 
manlike for a Minister to turn the eyes of the people from events which 
might endanger their dearest rights, by a commonplace appeal to their 
pockets. Mr. Bulwer concluded by moving for “ papers respecting the 
measures pursued by Russia in her late interfereuce with the state of 
Turkey.” 

Lord PatMerston opposed the motion, on the ground that the trans- 
action to which the papers moved for referred was incomplete. He said 
it was so, because when‘the last advices left Turkey, the Russian army 
had made no decisive movement ; but at the time he was speaking, he 
had no doubt the Russian troops had evacuated the Turkish territory. 
He admitted that the Sultan had applied to this country for assistance 
against the Egyptians; which, for reasons not proper then to be men- 
tioned, had been refused. He had no doubt that it was of the utmost 
consequence that Turkey should be independent; and Government 
would feel it their duty to resist any attempt on the part of Russia to 
dismember the Sultan’s dominions. He felt the fullest confidence that 
the Russian troops would be withdrawn, and that her pledges, given in 
the face of all Europe, would be redeemed. 

Mr. C. Frercusson did not think that the pledges of Russia were to 
be depended upon on all occasions. Witness her conduct towards Po- 
land, and breach of the treaty of Vienna! 

Colonel Evans made a few observations, and Mr. Butwer with- 
drew hisfmotion. 


1]. Tirnes Commutation Brit. Lord Atruorr moved the second 
reading of this bill on Monday. He stated the intention of Govern- 
ment to withdraw the compulsory clauses; and wished it to be read a 
second time pro formd, the necessary alterations to be made in the 
Committee. After a few words from Colonel Davies, who wished 
the bill to be postponed till next session, the motion was carried. 

On Tuesday, the bill went through a Committee of the House; the 
report was brought up, and ordered to be taken into consideration on 
Tuesday next. 


12. Lazour Rare Br. On the motion of the Duke of Ricumonp, 
this bill was read a third time on Wednesday ; and, after some opposi- 
tion from Lord Wynrorp, the Marquis of SaLissury, and the Marquis 
of Bute, was passed. 


13. Vacrants Birt. Onthe motion of Mr. R. Patmenr, this bill 
was read a second time on Monday, and ordered to be committed on 
the Monday following. 


14. Vestries Act. Colonel Evans, on Friday, brought in a bill to 


| pelted with stones before they used force. 





‘amend the Vestries Act was read a first time, and ordered to be read a | 


second time on Tuesday. 


| from the passing of a bill for the amendment of that Court. 


15. Sea Apprenticesuies But. This bill was read a third time 
on Monday, on the motion of Mr. Currets, by a majority of 84 to 64; 
and passed, after a few remarks from Lord Grorce Bentinck, Lord 
Grorcr Somerset, Mr. Hatt Dare, Sir Roserr Peer, and Lord 
Grorce LENNOX. 


16. Tue Mippiesex Macistrates anv THE OLD BaiLey Sgs- 
sions. On Friday, before the House went into Committee on the 
East India Bill, Colonel Evans observed, that in consequence of some 
statements which had lately come before the public, apprehensions 
were entertained that some late criminal prosecutions were irregular, 
and that several convicts would be again let loose upon society. 

Sir Joun CampsBELt admitted that there was great reason to appre- 
hend that several persons had been illegally convicted at the Old Bailey. 

The circumstances of the case, as far as he had been able to learn them, were 
these. Towards the conclusion of the late Old Bailey Sessions, the presiding 
Judges were informed that the bills of indictment had not been properly preferred. 
They instituted an inquiry, the result of which induced them immediately to 
stop the trials which were proceeding. A meeting of the Judges was subse~ 
quently held at the chambers of the Chief Justice; and, as he was informed, 
those learned persons came to an unanimous opinion that the trials which had 
taken place were illegal. This opinion was communicated to the Middlesex 
Magistrates ; accompanied with instructions that the Grand Jury should be 
again summoned, the witnesses resworn, the indictments again preferred, and 
the prisoners retried: but these Magistrates, thinking that they knew the law 
better than the Judges, had declared the proceedings which had taken place 
legal, and prevented the Grand Jury from being summoned, and consequently 
the possibility of the prisoners being retried. 

He would briefly state the circumstances out of which the illegality 
of the proceedings grew. 

The bills against the prisoners were usually returned at the Middlesex Ses- 
sions held a few days before the Old Bailey Sessions. On the Monday, the 
Court met and sat at the Middlesex Sessions, and adjourned to Thursday; but 
on the Tuesday and Wednesday there were no Magistrates present; the Crier 
alone presided in the court, and swore the witnesses, who went before the Grand 
Jury and gave evidence, upon which true bills were found. The Judges were 
unanimously of opinion, that the Crier had no authority to administer the oath ; 
that therefore the witnesses who were examined before the Grand Jury were un- 
sworn, and that consequently the bills found upon their testimony were illegal. 
The Middlesex Magistrates, however, on what grounds he could not imagme, 
took a different view of the subject; for they said that the Judges were wrong, 
and had prevented the Grand Jury from being summoned. What, under these 
circumstances, was to be done, was more than he could tell. 

Mr. Hucues Hucues was at the meeting of Magistrates referred 
to by Sir John Campbell, who was not correct in stating that the Ses- 
sions were adjourned from Monday to Thursday: they were adjourned 
to Tuesday, from Tuesday to Wednesday, and from that day to Thurs- 
day, in the regular way. 

The question was, whether the course which had been pursued in this in- 
stance was regular. In order to determine this point, the Magistrates called 
before them the Crier of the Court, and he stated that the course which had been 
adopted upon this occasion was that which had uniformly been pursued during 
the last sixty years. He had always been accustomed to sit alone, and swear the 
witnesses. When the Magistrates heard what the custom had been, they supposed 
it must be right. (A laugh.) 

Sir Joun CAMPBELL said, that from the best information he had 
been able to procure, he bad come to the conclusion that the practice 
in question was not in former times acted on by the Middlesex Ma- 
gistrates. 

On the oceasion which is referred to, the Court met on the Monday in the 
form of an open court, and afterwards adjourned to the bare walls on the ‘Tues- 
day and Wednesday ; the Judges not going into Court in person, but employing 
an oflicer of the Court to communicate with the witnesses, 

Mr. O’Connet said, it appeared that no Magistrate had been in 
attendance on Tuesday. Their attendance was not required ; the Crier 
managed all the business of the Court. 

Mr. Hvucues replied, that in the course of the day several Magistrates 
had gone in and out of the building, but had certainly transacted no 
business. (Loud laughter.) 

Mr. O’ConneLt—* Oh! it is quite proper that the whole dignity 
of the Court should be supported by the Crier, and that he should 
swear witnesses when there is no Magistrate in the way!” It was 
quite clear that the Magistrates should have bowed to the decision of 
the Twelve Judges. 

With respect to Mr. Hyghes’s argument, founded on the antiquity of the 
practice, he would only remark that a similar argument had once been used in 
favour of the ancient practice of sheep-stealing, when it was said that a 
prisoner ought not to be convicted because the practice had become legal frem 
custom. 

Mr. Wyyy said, the question was, what ought now to be done? He 
thought that the appointment of a Special Commission should be re- 
sorted to, as no existing Court was competent to apply a remedy. 

Sir Joun Campset thought Mr. Wynn’s suggestion the best which 
could be acted upon. 

After a few words from Colonel Evans, the petition was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


17. Tur Cattruorre Srreet Meetinc. A Select Committee to 
inquire into the conduct of the Police, in dispersing the meeting on the 
13th May, was appointed on Thursday, on the motion of Lord Ai- 
THORP; who said— 

There could be no doubt that the meeting was illegal before any tumult took 
place as much as afterwards; and it was equally certain that the Police had mot 
committed any violence until forced into it in their own defence. They were 
At the same time, he thought some 
inquiry should be instituted, though he was far from blaming the Police. As to 
the verdict on the trial, he believed that was found rather from a doubt of iden- 
tity than influenced by any other consideration. Under all these circumstances, 
however, he was clear in the opinion that there ought to be an inquiry by that 
House. 

In answer to a question’ by Mr. Roxzryson,*Lord Atruorp said that 
the proclamation was perfectly regular; and in reply to one from Sir 
H. Harvince, he said that the instructions issued to the Police would 
be laid before the Committee. 


18. Ivso.vent Desrors Court. Sir Epwarp Knatcnevtt pre- 
sented a petition on Friday from an attorney practising in the Insolvent 
Debtors Court, praying for compensation for the loss he would sustain 
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_ Mr. Wywn said, Jack Ketch might as well petition for compensa- 
tion in consequence of the diminution of his business arising from the 
mitigation of the severity of our criminal code. 


19. Scorcn Royat Burcus Brut. This bill, on the motion of Mr. 


JEFFREY, was read a thisd time on Monday, bya majority of 100 to 36. 
It then passed. 


20. Irish Granp Jury Birt. On the question being put, on 
Thursday, that this bill be recommitted, Colonel Conotiy, Mr. 
O’ConnELL, Mr. Finn, Mr. Suit, and Lord Oxmantown, wished 
that it might be postponed. Mr. O’ConneE t stated his objections at 
length to the measure ; the most prominent of which was, that it con- 
tinued the plan of compulsory assessments, and violated the great con- 
stitutional principle that no man shall be taxed without his own con- 
sent. Lord Duncannon, Mr. Lirrieron, Mr. D. Browne, and Mr. 
H. Grarran, were desirous of the measure being proceeded’ in, on 
account of the reform in the Grand Jury system, which in many 
respects it would certainly effect, especially that part of it which let 
in the light of day upon the proceedings of the Grand Jurors. The 
House divided : for going into Committee, 78; against it, 45; Minis- 
terial majority, 33. The bill was then committed pro forma. 
clauses were agreed to, and the Chairman reported progress. 

21. AnsenrrrisM. Dr Batpwry, on Thursday, moved for 

**A Select Committee to inquire into the amount of the various forms of 
absentee expenditure, by which Ireland is afflicted, to ascertain its effects on the 
prosperity of that country, and on the happiness of the people; and to discover a 
remedy, if possible, for the evils it occasions.” 

After stating at length, the evils of absenteeism upon the welfare of 
Treland, he said that he did not mean to press his motion to a division, 
but to bring it forward next session, and then divide the House upon it. 

Mr. Sprrine Rice said, in that case he would reserye his remarks 
upon it till next session. 

Mr. O'Dwyer thought that Ministers would nevertheless discover a 
more proper sympathy with Irish suffering, by replying to Dr. Baldwin’s 
statement. 

A brief debate then followed ; in which Mr. Rice, Mr. O'Dwyer, 
Mr. Rosinson, Mr. Surm, Mr. Hume, and Lord Atruorp, took 
part, and Dr. Baupwin withdrew his motion. 


22. OBSERVANCE OF THE SaBbatH. Dr. LusuincTon, on Monday, 
resented a petition from a body of Jews, who declared that they be- 
ieved the true Sunday to be on a Saturday, and that the consequence 

of the Sabbath Observance Bill being passed would be to compel them 
to keep two Sundays every week instead of one. 


23. Liverroot Brisery Commirrre. Mr. Warrurton moved, on 
Monday, that five members of this Committee should constitute a 
quorum. Lord Sanpon suggested, that eight members should be re- 
quired for that purpose ; and divided the House upon his amendment : 
for it, 28; against it, 85; majority for Mr. Warburton’s motion, 57. 

24. Sucar Rerinenres. Dr. Lusuincton, on Monday, presented 
a petition from the Churchwardens, Overseers, and rate-payers of St. 
George’s.in the East, complaining of the state of the sugar refinery 
business, and the restrictions under which it laboured. The petitioners 
earnestly desired the prompt attention of Parliament to this subject. 

Mr. Cray supported the prayer of the petition ; and stated his inten- 
tion of speedily proposing a measure to Parliament for the relief of the 
complainants. 

Mr. Hume, Mr. Grote, Mr. Ewart, Mr. Rotcn, Mr. Winks, 
and many other members, declared their determination to support any 
bill which might be introduced for the purpose of putting the refinery 
business upon a fairer footing. 


Several 


25. Cask or{Carrain Rositson. 
moved, 

*¢ That an humble address be presented to his Majesty, praying that his Ma- 
jesty should he pleased to lay before the House a copy of the minutes of a Court- 
martial ‘on Captain Robison, which took place at New South Wales in the 
year 1828.” 

He stated at length the circumstances of this case, which has been 
already before the House and the readers of the Spectator. 

Mr. Rosert Grant replied at length, in justification of the verdict 
of the Court-martial, and impugning several parts of Captain Robi- 
son’s conduct. 

Sir F. Vincent, Major Beavcierx, Mr. O'Conner, Colonel 
Evans, and Mr. Hume, spoke in favour of the inquiry ; and Sir H. 
Harpince, Sir James Scar.ert, and Sir E. Kerrison against it. 

Dr. Lusutncron briefly replied, and the House divided: for the 
motion 42 ; against it, 73; Ministerial and Tory majority, 31. 

26. Tue Tuettusson Prorertry. Lord Lynpuvurstr moved, on 
Thursday, the suspension of the Standing Orders of the House, in 
order to enable him to bring in a bill for the relief of the members of 
the Thellusson family, and the better regulation of the property. After 
some opposition from the Earls ef ELpon, Harrowsy, Mansrre.p, 
and the Duke of BucktneHam, the motion was carried, on a division, 
by 57 to 13; and the bill was brought in by Lord Lynpuurst, read a 
first time, and ordered to a second reading on Monday next. 


The Court. 
Tue King and Queen continue to reside at Windsor, in the enjoyment 
of good health. They frequently take morning rides in the neighbour- 
hood, accompanied by Sir Philip and Lady Sydney. 

On Wednesday, the King arrived in town, to hold his Levee at St. 
James’s Palace. ‘The Dutchess of Gloucester was at the Palace to 
receive his Majesty. At the Levee, were the principal Officers of 
State and of the Household, with a numerous attendance of Foreign 
Ambassadors. Among the general company, were the Marquis of 
Downshire, Lords Byron and Suftield, the Bishop of Lincoln, Sir 
Charles Wetherell, and Sir Gore Ouseley. In the evening, the King 
returned to Windsor, accompanied by Lord Falkland. 


Che Metropolis. ; 
The Council of the London and Westminster Political Union have, 
as we learn from what we conceive good authority, very wisely deter- 


On Thursday, Dr. Lusurncton 














mined to dissolve the Union. The expenses, we understand, have for 
some time past considerably exceeded the income, owing, no doubt, to 
the want of strong excitement in the labouring classes to join in any 
political movements. We hear that the library, &e. are to be soltin 
order to cover the expenses which have been. incurred by the Secretary 
and Council.— Giebe. ! 

At an adjourned meeting of West India proprietors, held on Wed- 
nesday, at the Thatched House Tavern, the Earl of Harewood in the 
chair, resolutions were passed, declaring 

“ That the meeting were anxious to adopt the principle of the resolutions of Mr. 
Stanley ; that they had always been ready to offer to his Majesty’s Government 
their local knowledge and practical experience ; that the proposed bill meditated 
an unnecessary interference with the rights and privileges of the Colonial Legis- 
latures ; and that a Committee consisting of the agents of the islands and other 
gentlemen, should be appointed, to examine into the details of the bill and re- 
port hereafter upon it.” 

‘Phe inhabitants of the district parish of St. George, Camberwell, 
refused last week, by a large majority, to make a rate for the repairs of 
the Church, and for other expenses during the ensuing year. A sub- 
scription was subsequently proposed for the same purpose; to which 
several opposers of the rate immediately contributed ; stating that they 
had no objection to support the church, but did not consider it equitable 
that the Dissenters in the parish should be compelled to do so. 

The electors of Southwark have caused a beautiful medal to be 
struck to the memory of their late member, Mr. C. Calvert. The 
medal is somewhat larger than a crown-peice, and bears an appropriate 
inscription, 

Sir John Key is reported to have obtained the Government and 
East India contracts for the supply of paper. : 

A third school, under the patronage of his Majesty, was opened on 
Saturday in the parish of Kensington, at a place called the Potteries. 
In the three schools there are nearly three hundred children. The ex- 
penses of fitting up the schools, and paying the masters and mistresses, 
have not exceeded 1401. 


An action brought by Mr. Darlot, who was Deputy Comptroller 
of the Foreign department in the General Post Office for many 
years, against Mr. George Henry Freeling, son of Sir Francis 
Freeling, was tried on Saturday last in the Court of King’s 
Bench. The plaintiff sought to recover compensation in damages 
for an injury he had sustained in consequence of an annonymous 
letter, which it was alleged the defendant had written and ad- 
dressed to himself, and which served as a pretence for the plaintiff’s 
dismissal from his situation. Several persons swore to their belief 
that the letter was in Mr. Freeling’s handwriting. It stated that the 
business in Mr. Darlot’s department of the office was most negligently 
performed ; that frauds, committed by the deputies and subalterns in 
the office were connived at; and that the dismissal of the persons em- 
ployed therein was absolutely necessary. |The letter was signed “ A 
Ci-devant Clerk in the F.P.O.” On the other side, Sir Benjamin 
Stephenson, Sir Robert Smirke, and Mr. Laurence, the chief clerk in 
the Secretary’s office, were positive that the letter was not in Mr. 
Freeling’s handwriting; and the Jury returned a verdict for the de- 
fendant. 

The Lord Chancellor decided on Saturday, that the bargain made by 
Mr. Chambers with Mr. Waters for the purchase of the King’s 
Theatre for seventy thousand pounds, was a valid and fair transaction. 
This was the last of many causes originating in disputes respecting this 
property. P: 

In the Court of Exchequer, on Wednesday, Mr. Samuel King, a 
woollen-draper in St. Paul’s Churchyard, obtained a verdict against the 
proprietors of the Satirist for a libel, with one hundred pounds damages 
and forty shillings costs. The libel was contained in a paragraph in 
which the names of several persons were given as visitors of ‘ the most 
infamous Saloon.” Among these names was that of ‘ Draper King, 
of St. Paul’s Churchyard.” Several persons gave evidence as to the 
unexceptionable character which Mr. King bore, and stated that there 
was no other person of that name residing in St. Paul’s Churchyard. 

In the Arches Court, on Tuesday, Sir John Nicholl gave judgment: 
against the validity of the marriage, alleged to have been solemnized in 
March 1831, between Mr. R. W. Swiftand Miss Kelly. The parties 
had met in Italy; and the young lady being under age and attached to. 
Mr. Swift, the latter obtained a licence from the Catholic Church in 
Rome for their marriage, upon the representation that both of them 
had abjured the Anglican heresy, and were anxious to be received into 
the bosom of the Catholic Church. Sir John decided that this abju- 
ration was a mockery, and that their conversion was not real ; which it 
was necessary it should be, in order to render the marriage valid accord- 
ing to the law of Rome. Mr. Swift had also asserted, and attempted 
to prove, that the marriage had been consummated by cohabitation. 
This, however, was strenuously denied by Miss Kelly, and disbelieved 
by the Judge. His main reason, however, for deciding against the 
marriage, was that there did not seem to be good evidence that the 
parties were real converts to the Catholic faith. Miss Kelly thought 
that she was signing a promise of marriage, when it was really an ab- 
juration of the Protestant faith which she was putting her hand to. 
It is said that an appeal against the decree will be carried to the Lords. 
Miss Kelly was only nineteen at the time of the alleged marriage, and 
is heiress to a large fortune. ’ 

In the case of the Marquis and Marchioness of Westmeath, Sir John 
Nicholl has awarded the latter, out of her husband’s property, 7001. a 
year as permanent alimony, and 500l. a year pin-money. 





At the Old Bailey Sessions, on Saturday, George Furzey, who had 
been acquitted on Friday week on the capital charge of cutting and 
maiming the Policeman, was put to the bar to take his trial tor the 
minor offence ; but as the Crown declined to proceed with the prose- 
cution, he was discharged by the Court. : 

On the same day, John White Kell, a mariner, was found guilty of 
stabbing Miss Harriet Clark, in Balls Pond Lane, Islington, on the 
6th June last. The prisoner-received an excellent character from se- 
veral gentlemen who had known him for many years, and was therefore 
strongly recommended to mercy by the Jury. 




















On the same day, Joseph Shaw, late steward to the Earl of Ripon, 
was found guilty of forging two receipts te bills with intent to defraud 
his master. One of the receipts was for 301. 1s. 3d., the other for 
13]. 7s. 6d. The whole of the prisoner’s deficiencies in his accounts 
amounted to about 200/. 





Two women of low character, and William Oxley, a journeyman 
‘butcher, were committed on Saturday from the Marlborough Street 
Office, on a charge of stealing 54/. from Mr. William Noble Brewster, 
of Titchfield Street, on the previous Friday. The prosecutor had 
gone with one of the women to a brothel, when he was robbed. .The 
whole of the property was recovered, through the agency of the Police ; 
and the thieves were secured. 

Charles Reynolds was brought up on Wednesday from St. George’s 
Hospital, and placed at the bar before Mr. Gregorie, at Queen Square 
Police Office, charged with wilfully and maliciously shooting at -and 
wounding Sarah Perry. After an examination which led to no mate- 
rial result, he was remanded. 

William Storer, an elderly man, was charged at the Queen Square 
Office, on Tuesday, with firing a loaded gun at a boy named William 
Upjobn. The boy and two others, on Monday evening, were pelting 
frogs in a ditch, in Mr. Cubitt’s fields, Willow Walk, Vauxhall. On 
a sudden the prisoner, who is watchman on Mr. Smith’s fruit grounds, 
jumped up from behind some trees, and, without giving the boys notice, 
fired amongst them. He was then about six yards from them. The 
contents of the gun struck William Upjohn at the back of the head, 
who, with great difficulty, ran across the field. The prisoner, after 
firing, said, “* What, I have caught you at last!” and, without stopping 
to see what he had done, walked away. The boy was taken by his 
-companions to a surgeon, when he was found to be seriously injured. 
The prisoner said, he intended only to fire over the boys’ heads, to 
frighten them. He was remanded for further examination. 

At the Queen Square Office, on Thursday, a young man named 
Hunt was examined, on a charge of defrauding Mr. Warburton the 
timber-merchant and member of Parliament, of timber at various times 
to the value of 200/., by means of forged orders. As there were several 
other charges against the prisoner, he was remanded. 

Mr. Laing fined two omnibus-drivers on Monday, at the Hatton 
‘Garden Office, for stopping up the way in Holborn. He said they had 
eno right to stop for passengers, unless called to do so. 





Dr. Chalmers preached on Sunday last at the National Scotch 
Chureh in aid of the funds of the congregation. The admission was 
principally by tickets: the church was thronged, as in the days of the 
Irving mania; and hundreds went away unable to procure admission. 
The collection amounted to 270/. 

The grand gala for the benefit of the distressed Poles was held on 
Monday at Vauxhall. - Ten thousand persons visited the Gardens in 
the course of the evening, and upwards uf two thousand pounds were 
received. Pasta, De Meric, Taglioni, Paganini, and De Begnis offered 
their gratuitous services to perform at the theatre; but the noise and 

‘interruption caused by a few disorderlies was so greet, that this part of 
the entertainment was entirely spoiled. 

A certain eloquent fanatic, whose enthusiasm and bewildered zeal 
‘have recently occasioned so much controversy, prayed three or four 
hours the other day over the dead body of his child, in the hope that its 
life might be restored.— Globe. 

An old gentleman, who had been receiving a considerable dividend at 
the Bank on Wednesday, and who had taken some pains to stow away 

Shis roll of notes carefully before he quitted the counter, as he was leav 
ing the office door found his pocket was empty. He raised an alarm 
.of thieves, while he dived into all his other pockets, but with no suc- 
cess. The Police-officers who were on the spot, were satisfied no 
thieves had been in the room; and while a messenger was despatched 
to the Cashier’s office to give notice of the numbers of the notes, they 
proceeded with his permission to examine his clothes, when, to his 
great joy, they discovered the precious roll, which he had stuffed in be- 
tween his waistband and his shirt, instead of into his pocket. 

A forgery was discovered on Wednesday at the Bank, upon a lady 
claiming a dividend. When she was told there was no such account, 
she produced the usual transfer-receipt given to buyers of Stock and 
‘signed by the sellers. It turned out, however, that no such sale had oc- 
curred, and that the broker (who has disappeared) had pocketed her 
money, and filled up a transfer receipt with a fictitious seller. 

A great number of counterfeit Bank of England notes have recently 
been detected. They appear to have been first put in circulation at 
the gambling-houses. 

Mr. Williams, a solicitor, of Monmouth, lately received a parcel from 
his agent in London, by the Gloucester mail, enclosing documents con- 
nected with a chancery proceeding, unaccompanied by any letter. The 
parcel had been opened in the coach-office in London, and when deli- 
vered at Mr. Williams’s, house, one end was completely open, so that 
the contents might have easily dropped or been taken out. 

A valuable parcel by the steam-boat from Amsterdam, containing 
bonds and inscriptions of foreign stock, and addressed to a mercantile 
house in the City, was opened on Monday at the Customhouse, and 
delivered to the owner with all the seals broken, and exposed conse- 
quently to depredation by any hand through which it might previously 
pass, without any means of fixing with certainty on the depredator.— 
Times. 

Messrs. Charles Ogleby and Co., spermaceti refiners, Vauxhall, 
received information on Saturday last, that their town traveller, Henry 
Austin, had absconded from their service with 400/. belonging to them. 

William Barker, the witness against Mr. Bankes, is regularly entered 
in the Shipbrokers’ List, as a passenger by the Amity, which sailed for 
New York three weeks ago. : 

The Reverend Robert Taylor was liberated on Wednesday morning 
from his long imprisonment, on entering into his own sureties in 5004. ; 
Government having remitted the fine of 2000. 

Some weeks ago, a young woman, named Catherine Murphy, was 
committed to prison, charged with stealing a pockct-book, containing 

bank-bills to the amount of 1,400/., from a gentleman named Ker, 
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who was residing at the Old Hummums. On Monday, however, a 
Policeman was met in James Street, Covent Garden, by a woman 
whom he did not recognize,.who put an unsealed packet into his hands, 
and desired him to inspeet the contents. While he was doing so, she 
ran away; the packet contained all that Mr. Ker had lost; and on 
Monday the Policeman gave it to the Bow Street Magistrates. 

On Friday week, a child, two years old, while playing in Mr. Lord’s 
soap-manufactory, in Tunbridge Street, New Road, fell through an 
open trap-door into a vat of boiling tallow, and was burnt to death. 
The mother was also severely burnt in taking the thild out of the vat. 

Mr. Gibson, the proprietor of tht City of London Coffeehouse, was 
driving in his chaise down the City Road on Tuesday night, when his 
horse took fright at some flags and music, and became unmanageable. 
He threw Mr. Gibson out of the chaise, knocked down a woman, who 
died immediately, and broke both the legs of a boy, whom with two 
others he had also knocked down. . 

On Saturday evening, about half-past ten, as Mr. Andrews, accom- 
panied by another gentleman and two ladies, was returning home by 
water, the boat suddenly swamped when opposite Chelsea College, and 
the whole party fell into the river. Mr. Andrews and- the two ladies 
were drowned: but their companion was rescued by a waterman who 
was passing at the time of the accident. 

Edward Thompson, a man in the employ of Mr. Fortescue, of 
Praed Steet, Paddington, was killed on Tuesday, in a fight at Whet- 
stone with the conducter of an omnibus. They fought for a stake of 
five pounds, 

On Tuesday evening, the wife of a soldier belonging to the last 
battalion of Scots Fusileers in the Tower, threw herself from the 
seven-gun battery facing the wharf, into the ditch, a height of twenty 
feet. A corporal named Herrucks, immediately plunged from the 
drawbridge into the water, and with much difficulty succeeded in laying 
hold of the woman, and conveying her to the bank. 

An inquest was held last Saturday, on the body of Edward Broom, 
a lad of sixteen, who hung himself in his master’s stable on the previ- 
ous Wednesday. It appeared from the evidence, that his “ head was 
badly formed,” and that he was liable to fits. A verdict of Temporary 
Derangement was returned. 





Che Country, 

Mr. T. S. Duncombe was convicted yesterday, at the Hertford 
Assizes, of libelling Mr. Pemberton, the Mayor of that borough. 
The libel was contained in a letter addressed to the Electors of Hert- 
ford, in which Mr. Duncombe charged the Mayor with gross partiality 
to his opponents, and with harbouring hired ruffians on his premises. 
The Jury at first found the defendant guilty of « Libel by law, but not 
with malicious intent.” The Judge (Mr. Baron Bayley) objected to 
the form of this verdict; and the Jury, after further consultation, re- 
turned a verdict of “ Guilty,” but recommended the defendant to 
mercy. 

The pugilists who were concerned in the prize-fight at No-man’s 
Land on the 30th May last, in which Simon Byrne was killed, were 
all tried’ at the Hertford Assizes on Thursday—and acquitted; the 
surgeon who attended Byrne having deposed that he was afflicted with 
a disease of the lungs, and that there was no external injury, answering 
to the internal appearances, which could have caused death. 

The Reformers of West Kent purpose holding a meeting on Mon- 
day next, upon Wrotham Heath, to which all the friends of liberty are 
invited. The original purpose of the meeting was to petition the King 
to remove the present Ministers, and to dissolve the. Parliament. 
Perhaps the turn politics are taking may, in some degree, alter the in- 
tended proceedings.—Kent Herald. 

Silk weaving for eight or ten miles round Manchester has become 
dull within the last month. The mannfacturers attribute the diminished 
demand to the rise which has taken place in the raw silk market, which 
has advanced 20 per cent. The advance on cotton wool has had a 
similar effect, but it is hoped that it will be temporary. 

The price of cotton has advanced in an extraordinary manner. The 
tendency of this article has indeed been upwards for at least two 
months back ; which is owing in a great measure to the increased de- 
mand of the manufacturers, combined with the comparatively small 
stock on hand, and also in part to the spirit of speculation which usually 
arises under such circumstances.— Leeds Mercury. 

On Thursday week, a brown paper parcel was found by a bargeman 
floating on the Reading Canal, about four miles from Farnham, which 
contained the halves of bank-notes and cheeks to the amount of 8002 
One of the checks was drawn upon Messrs. Williams and Deacon, and 
signed Weston. The bargeman took the parcel to the bankers at Farn- 
ham, in whose possession it is. 

Three persons have died of the cholera at Sheerness during the past 
week, after a few hours’ illness. 








MR. ROSSI’S SCULPTURES. 
Mr. Rossi, R.A., is making what he calls a private, because it is a 
gratuitous, exhibition of his works, at his residence in Lisson Grove, 
with an avowed view to induce the public, and what are called the pa- 
trons of art, to amend the judgment which they have pronounced, by 
implication, upon his productions ; or at any rate to give him commis- 
sions, or take some of his models and sculptures off his hands. Mr. 
Rossi, in an appeal which he makes in the preface to a laudatory cata- 
logue raisonné of the contents of his gallery, founds his claim to encou- 
ragement on the ground of having given up the “ profitable pursuit” of 
bust-making, in favour of “the more elevated line of classic composi- 
tion, to which he had been directed by some encouragement he re- 
ceived,” and an opinion urged to him that “the tide of feeling had 
begun to flow in favour of historic and poetic creations of art.” “ The 





hopes,” Mr. Rossr goes on to say, “with which he was-flattered, as to 
the ultimate success of this speculation, caused him to expend some 
thousands of pounds upon the materials, and in the employment of 
most qualified assistants in his art, to produce works of native sculp- 
ture equal to the best of modern nations. He felt a just emulation to 
support, so far as he could individually, the mental character of his 
country.” He then adds, “that he has spent a long and laborious life 
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in the pursuit of knowledge in this fine branch of art not only in this 
country but in Italy, where, in the Eternal City, * e studied for several 
years, at the same time with Canova, and ether eminent men, as a 
student of the Royal Academy.” 
This smells too strongly of the shop, Mr. Rosst has entered intoa 
speculation which has not succeeded, It isa common case, end one 
which in the instance of a worthy man we regret. But Mr. Rosst 
does not seem to be aware that he may have formed an erroneous esti- 
mate of his own powers. His unsold sculptures, he thinks, tacitly re- 
brke the apathy of the public. We fear he is mistaken ; and we re- 
gret that he should have forsaken the profitable pursuit of bust-making. 
Mr. Rosst’s error is the too common one into which artists, sculptors 
especially, are apt to fall. They think that a technical knowledge of 
the executive part of painting or of sculpture—an apprenticeship to the 
craft—qualifies them not merely to be good journeymen, but to be great 
masters. They acquire a love for their profession, and that blinds 
them to their want of inventive and imaginative powers. The public 
feel, rather than perceive, the absence of these high qualities in 
their works, and they are perhaps neglected: we say perhaps, 
because merely clever artists, deficient in intellectual qualifica- 
tions, are often successful. We grant that genius, in its very highest 
flights, may soar beyond the ken of the multitude: but the genius of 
the present day takes ground flights ; and dexterous talent may, with its 
wings of Icarus, for a moment overtop it. Artists are too apt to sup- 
pose, that to produce a grand work, it is only necessary to choose a lofty 
subject, and treat it to the best of their ability. They assume the re- 
quisite powers of mind and fancy. Perhaps they think that the rarity 
alone of such attempts should induce the public to encourage them. 
But they should remember that the greater the subject the greater are 
the mental requisites it demands of the artist who undertakes it, and 
the fewer and more fastidious are those to whom the work appeals for 
admiration. ; 
We have many clever bust-sculptors, and a few who can produce a 
decent statue ; but in no department of art have we to boast of so few 
master-minds as in sculpture. Mr. Rossr has just maintained by 
his industry a respectable rank in his profession. We have given our 
Opinion of some of Mr. Rosst’s statues as they have been exhibited ; 
and we are confirmed in it by this fresh sight of them. We heartily 
wish it were more favourable. But neither in his Eve, his Venus, 
‘nor his Musidora, his statue of the god Mercury, nor his statue of 
the poet Thomson, can we discern the hand or mind of genius; and 
we wish the skill and taste of the sculptor had been more efficient in 
veiling this defect. Mr. Rossi’s designs for monuments are not 
worse than the average of those libels on the national taste that shock 
us in our cathedrals and public halls. His best work is his earliest, the 
group of Queen Eleanor sucking the poison from the wound of King 
Edward. It is a graceful composition; but we should have put 
the devoted wife on her knees, and made her attitude such as that she 
could have endured for hours without ceasing her pious task, in which 
all her energies of body and mind were concentrated. Sculptors are 
too much given to sacrifice nature to art, by making their feeling and the 
passion of the subject secondary to academical notions of graceful com- 


position ; as if the greater would not include, or at any rate overpower 
the lesser quality. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Sarurpay Mornine. 

A report is in circulation that Earl Grey has resigned, but we have 
not been able to trace it to any authority that can be relied upon; nor 
do we credit it. On the contrary, we believe, that up to the present 
hour, the majority of the Cabinet are singularly blind to the perils of 
their position, and that Earl Grey is so unaccountably infatuated as to 
dream even now of carrying the Irish Church Bill. The actual con- 
dition of the Ministry is so desperate, that it is extremely difficult to 
say what would be the most discreet course for them to pursue at the 
present crisis, Whether they stay in or go out, in all probability they 
are equally lost. Perhaps, however, the best thing they could do, 
would be, to resign at once in good earnest. Their opponents are as 

et hardly prepared to take their places. Assuredly they would prefer that 
Earl Grey should retain Office for the present, and reap a still more 
abundant harvest of discredit and odium -trom wis imperfect and un- 
popular measures. It is not impossible, therefore, that by pursuing a 
manly and decided course, Earl Grey might even yet recover some 
portion of his lost ground; at all events, he would perplex the now 
all«powerful Opposition in the Lords—the absolute masters of the na- 
tion’s policy. 

There seems to be some doubt as to the plan of operations which 
the Conservatives mean to adopt in dealing with the Irish Church Bill 
next week. It has been surmised, that they will permit its second 
reading, and then, after mutilating it in Committee, in order to humili- 
ate the Ministry still more, give it a final blow on the third reading. 
But, after the declarations of the Dukes of WrLiincron and Buck- 
INGHAM in regard to the Coronation Oath, we do not see how they can 
assent to the principle of the bill; and therefore, should be‘inclined to 
foretell that it will be rejected on Wednesday next, on the motion 
for the second reading. 


Since the above was in print, we have learned that Mr. Srrine Rice 
and other persons connected with Government declare their belief that 
the Ministers will be out of office on Thursday, and that a dissolution 
of Parliament will take place in less than a fortnight. Should it be 
so, what a pitiable story will many a thick-and-thin Ministerialist 
haye to tell to his constituents ! 





Sarurpay Nieut. 
A correspondent sends us the following. 

“There was a meeting of Conservatives yesterday, at which the majority were for 
allowing the Irish Bill to be read a second time, and not to cousider it a vital question, 
Several of the most influential Tories, however, were absent ; so that it is impossible 
to say yet what the Tory Peers intend to do on Wednesday. 

- Me Honmes is very busy; and it is worthy of remark, that for some days past he 
hag not gone to the Treasury. It would appear from this, that he is at work for the 
Tories ; and that, as the factotum of the Ministry elect, he cannot decently be seen 
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As the speedy dissoliition of the Whig Cali comes more likely, 
the members of it have begun to peach. Suspicions are entertained of 
the fidelity of Lord Broucuam to his party and his colleagues. There 
is little novelty in this revelation, and possibly as little justice in the 
surmise. It must, however, be admitted, that his truckling to the 
Tory *ajority in the House of Lords—his “bated breath and whis-- 
pering humbleness *—his profession of readiness to suit bis measures 
of reform to their taste—and the fulsome adulation which he went out 
of his way last night to bestow upon Lord Lynpuvursr (when it is 
reasonable to presume that he must have felt some human resentment 
rather than kindness towards the crafty politician, as the prime agent 
in his recent defeat)—appear to lend a countenance to the rumour 
which connects him with the Duke of Rictmonp, Mr. Straniry, Lord 
PALMERSTON, and Sir JAMES GRAHAM, in a design to oust Lords 
Grey and Atruorp from their pluces, and to form a coalition Cabinet 
with afew leading Conservatives. 

On the other hand, some of Lord Brov« : friends tell a very 
different story. They assert that he bas been the inmost Liberal mem- 
ber of the Cabinet, and eager for bold and popular measures, from 
which his more timid colleagues have shrunk. This may be true, even 
if it should also be true that he is now on the point of going over to the 
enemy, or of making a separate treaty for his own advantage. A great 
show of vigour and determination, when no danger is incurred, and it 
is clear that nothing will be done, is not inconsistent with a very 
timeserving spirit and policy when the day for action has arrived and 
firmness of nerve is required. 

Another report assigns tothe Duke of Ricumonp a leading place in 
the new Cabinet. No one can be surprised at this. His Grace is 
always thought of, when a man of high rank, slender means, and me- 
diocre abilities, is wanted to fill up a gap, and repre:s the troublesome 
pretensions of less dignified claimants. The Duke’s late proceedings 
in the Post- Office department have not, however, rendered him the 
most popular Premier that even the Conservatives might select at the 
present time. 

There is still another project mentioned, half in joke, we should sup- 
pose, by the Times this morning, but seriously countenanced by the 
Standard. According to this account, the Speaker, Mr. Manners 
Surton, is to be the new Premier, and Leader in the House of Com- 
mons. The Standard thinks he may yet turn out to be a second Wi- 
L1AM Prrv, and the saviour of his country. This is the project of the 
Ultra-Tories. The Chronicle says that they would require two hundred 
additional members to make good their standing in the House of 
Commons. This number Mr. Coszerr has promised them, by letter 
published in the True Sunthis evening, provided they will repeal the 
taxes on Malt, Houses, and Windows. Backed by such security as 
this, they will certainly proceed at once with their arrangements ; and 
before this day week, Mr. Surron will have kissed hands at Windsor, 
as First Lord of the Treasury and Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

PEEL is omitted in all these arrangements. It is not his time yet. 


Sir Francis Burvetr has authorized his friends to say that he will 
not accept a Peerage, and that he intends to stand again for West- 
minster in the event of a dissolution of Parliament. 





The Committee on Trade and Manufactures consists of forty-two 
members, Forty of them are called Prosperity-men, from their wish 
to make a favourable report ; and two, Adversity-men ( ATTwoop and 
FIELDEN), who labour hard to extract a different sort of information 
from the witnesses, 





Despatches from St. Petersburg, as also the St. Petersburg Gazette, 
received to-day, mention a plot against the life of the Emperor of Rus- 
sia on the part of some Polish exiles who left Paris a short time ago, 
and bound themselves by an oath to effect this assassination. It was 
first made public by a journal, which gave an account of the reception 
of a deputation which waited upon the Emperor in Finland to congra- 
tulate him on the frustration of the conspiracy. It seems that the 
Russian authorities did not wish the matter made public, but on this 
account appearing, deemed it right to allude to it in the Gazette. The 
sensation created throughout Russia is very great, and all sorts of pre- 
cautions are employed to protect the Emperor in his various visits to 
the frontier towns.— Globe. 


Active arrangements are making here and in France to send reinforce- 
ments to the Algarves. It is believed that the French Government 
will take some steps in favour of Pepro; but Lord PALMERston. de- 
clared yesterday, that our Government will not interfere. They have 
“other fish to fry.” 





MONEY MARKET. 
Srock Excuaner, Fripay Arrernoon- 

The Consol Market has been more unsteady than last wee! Jp to Thurs- 
day afternoon, the fluctuation had been between 90} and 9 On Wednesday, 
when the vote of the House of Lords became known, the price for Account was 
depressed to 893, but has since reached 904, and closed yesterday at 90}. The 
opening price of this morning was 904; the market was very heavy, and soon 
drooped to 89§; a slight reaction has since taken place, and the closing price is 
893 §. 
This fall may ina great degree be attributed to the uncertainty of our do- 
mestic politics, and the fear that, in their advances to office, the Tories may 
bring back the panic and excitement of May 1852: but it is in some measure to 
be accounted for by the disposition for investment in the Foreign Funds, which 
induces capitalists to exchange their English Stock for some of the numerous 
descriptions of Foreign Bonds now in vogue. The approaching division on the 
Irish Church Bill in the House of Lords, is looked to with anxiety, as decisive 
of the existence of the Ministry: the general opinion here seems to be that they 
will be defeated, and must of course resign. If any: political change should 
take place, which would have the effect of driving the depositors in the Savings 
Banks to ‘run for gold,” it is impossible to calculate what effect such a state of 
things would produce on the value of every species of negotiable security. | 

The issue of money consequent on the payment of the Dividends has entirely 
removed the pressure of last week ; and capital is now so abundant, that com- 
mercial bills of long dates were to-day and yesterday discounted at the low rate 
of 2 per cent. Exchequer Bills are 54 56. Bank and India Stock have scareely 





about the Government offices whilst the Whigs are in authority,” 


varied during the week. With a view to give immediate effect to the recent act 
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of Parliaments the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt have 
issued the iollowing notice. 
“Narionat Desr Orrice, 8th July 1833. 

«The Commissioners for the Reduction of the National _Debt hereby give notice, 
that by an Act of the 3d and 4th William IV. cap. 24, they are empowered to apply the 
fund, commonly called “ Ihe Sinking Fund,” or any part thereof, at such-times as they 
shall think fit, to the purchase of the reversion of perpetual redeemable annuities, in 
exchange fer annuities for a certain limited term of years. 

“The Commissioners therefore, are ready to apply the sum of 300,000, in this present 
quarter, to the purposes of the said Act, upon the tollowing terms, viz.— . 

“For every One Hundred Pounds of Consolidated 3/. per Cent. Aunuities transferred 
to the Commissioners, the parties to be entitled to au Annuity of Three Pounds for One 
Hundred Years certain, payable at the Bauk of England half-yearly, on the Sth of April, 
and 10th of October, in each year. 

“ The first half-yearly puyment of the said Annuities to be made on the 5th of April 
1834, and the /ast half yearly payment to be made on the 10th October 1933. 

“The parties to be further entitled to receive, upon every 1001. of Consolidated 37. per 
Cent. Annuities so transferred, the sum of Three Pounds in present Money, payable tive 
days after the completion of the contract, 

“ One Quarter’s Dividend to be paid up to the 10th of October 1833, upon the Conso- 
lidated ¢ Cent. Annuities transferred to the Commissioners. 

“The Lerminable Annuities created, to be transferrable at the Bank of England. 

“ Books will be opened at the National Debt Office, from the 9th instant inclusive, 
until the Sth of August next inclusive, (unless the sum of 10,000,0007. Consolidated 3/. 
per Cent. Annuities should be sooner subscribed, in which case, the books would be 
closed), to receive subscriptions from those persons who may he disposed to accept the 
terms above-mentioned. . “S, Hienam, Comptroller-General,” 

3y the above plan, Government offer to the Stockholder a premium of 38 per 
cent. to convert his interminable annuity into one which will expire in one hun- 
dred years. Ifinterest of money during the whole period be supposed to con- 
tinue at 33 per cent., the 3/., if allowed to accumulate, will increase to about 
the amount of the original capital; and the gain or loss to the representatives 
of the present Stockholder will be in exact proportion to the rate of interest at 
which the bonus is supposed accumulate. Thus, if the rate of interest 
be assumed to be at 

3 per cent, 
The sum of 3/. invested will 

produce in 100 years...£57 6 6...95 6 0...151 10 0...394 10 0 
So that, if the rate of interest should continue low, the operation will be at- 
tended with loss; and if on the contrary it should be high, great gain will ac- 
crue. Among the Stockholders generally, the merits of the plan are too little 
understood to make it at all popular; nor is the bonus sufficient to induce a con- 
version at the present moment ; but if any great improvement should take ~ 
in the price of 3 per Cent. Consols; we have little doubt that the terms would be 
extensively adopted. This object would be much facilitated if the Government 
were to contract the West Indian Loan in Annuities for one hundred years; as 
the market value of such Stock, as compared with 3 per Cent. Consols, would 
then be known easily, and the scheme of the proposed conversion could then re- 
ceive such amendments as experience might dictate. : 

Up to a late period yesterday afternoon, the demand for Foreign Stock con- 
tinued unabated ; and very large investments were made in Dutch and Belgian 
Bonds, which had all reached their highest quotations. In the course of the 
morning, Dutch 5 per Cents. were at 93%, and 24 Cents. at 49§ ex div. 
Belgian Bonds were also at 933; but the prices of all these were nearly } per 
cent. lower at the close of business. The decline has continued to-day, with, 
however, a slight reaction in the afternoon. Dutch 5 per Cents. have been at 
92§ ; the 24 per Cents. at 48§; and Belgian Bonds aslow as92}. The closing 

rices of Dutch 5 per Cents. are 923 95; 24 per Cents. 483 49; and Belgian 
en 92} 93. This depression may partly be accounted for by the heaviness of 
the Consol market, but is mainly attributable to the belief that the arrival in 
London of the Dutch Minister for Foreign Affairs is a prelude to the renewal of 
the interminable protocolling. Danish and Russian Bonds are at our last quo- 
tations. Brazilian Bonds have been as high as 69}, but close this afternoon at 
68} 3. Mexican and Colombian rather lower than last week; but scarcely any 
bargains have been effected in these Stocks. Spanish Stock, after having been 
at 193, is quoted to-day at 185 §. Portuguese Bonds and Regency Scrip have 
have improved, in consequence of the intelligence of Don Pepro’s success; the 
former is 60 61; and the latter has been at 14 dis., and closes this afternoon at 
1} 1$ dis. 


34 per cent. 4 per cent. 5 per cent. 


Saturpay, TWELVE o’cLock. 
The dread of a political change is still operating against the Funds. Consols 
for Account have been this morning as low as S93, and are now 894 §. Ex- 
chequer Bills have improved, and are 58 59. Bank Stock is the same—viz. 
2074 ; but India Stock is rather lower, being quoted at 240 ex dividend. The 
Foreign Funds generally are lower. Dutch 2} per Cents. have been at 493, 
and are now 493 3. Belgian Bonds are 92} 4. Brazilian Stock is 68 4. 
Portuguese Serip is at yesterday’s price. Spanish Bonds are also nominally 
lower—viz. 183 §, though no transactions have taken place in them this 

morning. 

P Sarerpay, Four o’ctocx. 
Since the morning, Consols for Account have been as low as 894, but have 
again rallied to 89 § 4, which is the closing price. By the London Merchant 
steam-vessel, intelligence has been received from Amsterdam of a depression of 
# per cent. in the Dutch 24 per Cents. in that city. Dutch 5 per Cents. had, 
however, slightly improved. The price of Dutch Securities has been as low here 
as 48}, and close at 4844. London Dock Stock is quoted at 51 and 514, and 
bargains have been effected at both prices within the last few days. The after- 


noon has been passed more actively than is usually the case on Saturday, We 
subjoin the closing prices; some of which, however, are merely nominal. 
3 per Cent. Consols .. 87] 8] Belgian 5 per Cents. 924 | Mexican 6 per Cents...37 + 


Ditto for Account...89¢ 4 
New 34 p. Cent. Ann, 954 
Bank Stock.........240 Dutch 2} per Cents. 484 4 
India Stock. ...... - 2074 | French 3 per Cents. 
Exchequer i.ee0+ 58 59] Greek (1825) 5 p.Cts. 


Brazilian 5p. Cts. 67484 


Portuguese 5 p. Cts, 594604 
Danish 3 per Cents..734 4 


Do, Kegency<c.5p.Ct. 24 2 
Prussian(1$18)5p.Ct. —— 
Russ. (1822)5p.Ct. 104¢ 4 
Spanish(182))5 p.Ct. 18g ¢ 
FIVE o’cLocK. 

Since four o’clock (the usual close of business), strenuous and successful 
efforts have been made to depress the market, and Consols for Account are now 
as low as 89} 3. Some business has also been done in Belgian Bonds, at 91 
and 913, 











EAST INDIA SHIPPING. 
Fripay EvENING. 


Arrived—At Deal, July llth, H. C. S. Sir David Scott, Ward, from China; Bolina, 
Murdoch; and Princess Royal, Grimwood, from Van Diemen’s Land. Off Dover, 11th, 
Newton, Stuart, from Ceylon, Off the Wight, 10th, Symmetry, Stevens, from Ceylon, 
At Liverpool, 4th, Mountaineer, Thompson, from New South Wales. At St. Helena, 
May l4th, Parmelia, Gilbert, from Batavia. Athole, Malcolm, from Mauritius ; 20th, 
Minerva, Robertson, from Batavia ; and Spenser, Stevens, fromthe Cape. At the Cape, 
April 27th, Capricorn, Smith; and Hibernia, Smith, from Liverpool. At Bombay, 
February 12th, Eleanor, M’Taggart, from London. At Van Diemen’s Land, 10th, John 
Dunscombe, M’Lean, from the Clyde; 12th, Gulman, Bully, from London; 15th, 
Mediterranean Packet, Pugh, from Liverpool; and 16th, Circassian, Dcuthwait, from 
London. 

Sailed—From Gravesend, July 6th, Cesar, Surflen, for Bengal; and Guiana, Tait, 
for the Cape. From Liverpool, 3d, Rapid, Hewitt, for Bombay ; 5th, Parkfield, M’Auley; 
and 6th, Frances, Heath, for Bombay ; and Lord Eldon, Dawson, for Bengal. 

Saturpay Moxnine, 


Arrived—In the River, Spencer, Spencer, from the Cape. 
Sailed—From Gravesend, July 12th, Henry, Bunney, for New South Wales, 
Liverpool, llth, Princess Charlotte, M’Kean, for Bombay, 


From 








LORDS DIVISION ON THE LOCAL COURTS BILL. 
MAJORITY, 


PRESENT, 


Dukes. Bathurst Gordon (Earl of Ellenborough 
Cumberland Digby Aberdeen) Arden . 

Jeaufort Beverley Beresford Sheffield (Earl of 
Newcastle Mansfield Combermere Sheffield) 
Northumberland Wicklow Barons. Manners 
Wellington Belmore Willoughby de Broke Prudhoe 
Buckingham Caledon St. John of Bletso Colchester 

Marquises. Rosslyn Saltoun Clanbrassill (Earl of 


Limerick 
Charleville 
Lonsdale 
Harrowby 
Harewood 
Verulam 
Brownlow 
Beauchamp 
Glengall 
Eldon 


Salisbury 

Abercorn 

Bute 

Cholmondeley 
Earls, 

Westmorland 

Sandwich 

Doncaster (Duke of 

Buccleuch) 
Abingdon 


Colville Roden) 

Hay (E. of Kinnoul) Maryborough 

Boston Ravensworth 

Southampton Forester 

Rodney Penshurst (Viscount 

Montagu Strangford) 

Kenyon Wharncliffe 

Saltersford (Earl of Feversham 
Courtown) Lyndhurst 

De Dunstanville Melros (Earl of Had- 


Moreton Falmouth Rolle dington) 
Leven Vane (Marquis of Northwick Cowley 
Selkirk Londonderry ) Carbery Stuart de Rothsay 
Orkney Cawdor Dufferin Wallace ¥ 
Dartmouth Viscounts, Redesdale Wynford 
Delawarr Sidmouth 
PROXIES, 
Dukes. Graham (Duke of Viscounts, Carrington 
Leeds Montrose) Arbuthnot Hopetoun (Earl of 
Manchester Warwick Sydney Hopetoun ) 
Dorset Norwich (Duke of Doneraile Charchill 
Marquises. Gordon) Lorton Harris 
Exeter Mount Edgecumbe Exmouth Ker (Marquis of Lo. 
Camden Fortescue Gort thian) 
Ailesbury Longford Barons. Oriel (Viscount Fer- 
Thomond Enniskillen De Ros rard) 
Earls. Lucan Clinton Delamere 
Pembroke O'Neill Forbes Downes 
Winchilsea Wilton Sinclair Wigan (Earl of Bal- 
Plymouth Clancarty Monson carras 
Poulett Powis Grantley Heytesbury 
Home Orford Tyrone (Marquis of Clanwilliam (Parl of 
Airlie St. Germains Waterford) Clanwilliam) 
Macclesfield Bradford ; 
MINORITY. 
PRESENT, 
Dukes. Morley Sundridge (Duke of Clements (Earl of 
Sussex Camperdown Argyle) Leitrim) 
Somerset Lichfield Suffield Kenlis (Marquis of 
Richmond Ripon Auckland Headfort ) 
St. Albans Viscounts, Lyttelton Chaworth(E.of Meath 
Devoushire St. Vincent Dundas Hamilton (Lord Bel- 
Cleveland Iiutchinson (Earl of Lilford haven and Stenton) 
Marquises. Donoughmore ) Dunalley Howden 
Lansilowte Barons. Alvanley _ Panmure 
Whstuithater Audley Monteagle (Marquis Poltimore 
rene Willoughby d’Eresby _ of Sligo) Venlock 
Earls, Dacre Granard (Earl of Segrave; 
Huntingdon Stourton Granard) Templemore 
Suffolk & Berkshire Paget (Earl of Ux- Gardner Dinorben 
Thanet bridge) Melbourne Godolphin 
Albemarle Howard of Effingham Minster (Marquis of Hundson (Viscount 
Radnor Say and Sele Conyngham) Falkland 


Hillsborough (Mar- Stafford 


Glenlyon Western 
quis of Downshire) Byron 


Somerhill (Marquis Solway (Marquis of 


Clarendon Gower (Marquis of _ of Clanricarde) Queensberry ) 
Cadogan Stafford) Fife (Earl of Fife) Bishops. 
Charlemont Elphinstone Plunkett Archbishop of Dublin 
Craven Holiand Rosebery (Earl of Bishop of Llandaff 
Gosford Vernon Rosebery) Bishop of Chichester 
Rosse Ducie Brougham and Vaux Bishop of Hereford 
Grey Foley Sefton(Earl of Sefton) 
PROXIES, 
Dukes. Fitzwilliam Clifford of Chudleigh Fingall (Earl of Fin- 

Norfolk (E. M.) Tichester Ponsouby (Earl of — gall) 
Bedford Spencer Besborough) Rossie (Earl of Kin- 
Portland Durham Montfort naird) 
Sutherland Granville Sherborne Dover 

Marquises. Viscount. Dorchester Ludlow (Earl of Lud- 
Winchester Leinster (Duke of Mendip (Vise. Clif low) 
Anglesea Leinster) den) fostyn 

Earls, Barons. Yarborough Cloncurry 

Essex Howard de Walden Erskine De Saumarez 
Carlisle Grey of Groby Ranfurly (Earl of Stanley 
Ferrers Petre Ranfurly) Bishops. 
Tankerville Clifton (Earl of Darn-Kilmarnock (Earl of Archbishop of York 
Cowper ley) Erroll) Bishop of Norwich 
Buckinghamshire Dormer 


The Bishop of Bangor paired off against with Lord Barham for, 
and the Bishop of Exeter against with Lord Amherst for the bill. 

The venerable Earl Fortescue, father of Lord Ebrington, withdrew 
his proxy a few weeks since, from the nobleman in whose hands he had 
placed it, and subsequently intrusted it to the Earl of Harrowby. 
Lord Fortescue voted by proxy in the majority on Tuesday night,— 
Courier. 





RETIRED ALLOWANCES OF COMMISSIONERS OF 
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE SPECTATOR. 
8th July 18383. 
S1r—I have just seen a return of the Superannuation Allowances granted to 
the different Commissioners of Customs and Excise, who have been permitted to 
retire from these offices since the year 1810; and for this exposition the country 


is indebted to one of the most independent, upright, and useful members of the 


House of Commons,—-Mr. G. R. Ronrnson, the representative for Worcester. 
By this return is shown how far private interest has been suffered to prevail. 
First on this list stands a Mr. Buxier, the late patron of a Cornish borough, 
who was allowed to retire in 1825, when fifty-three years of age only, and after 
but twenty-six years’ service, upon eleven hundred pounds per annum; whilst 
another Commissioner, a Mr. WintraMs, though seventy-two years of age, 
and with thirty-two years of service, has but one thousand and fifty pounds per 
annum retiring allowance ; yet both had the same full salaries, namely, fourteen 
hundred ayear. And further, that a third, a Mr. Srarteron, though with 
but eight years’ service, has a retiring pension of nine hundred pounds per an- 
num ; and this, it is stated, is given him, because he had the good luck to hold 
two other situations, which yielded him five hundred a year, for God knows how 
many years, in addition to this Commissionership! “Why such disparity has 
been made in these and other retiring allowances, I am at a loss to understand, 
unless, indeed, BOROUGH INFLUENCE has had its weight in the scale. 
Again—In the Excise, we find that a Mr. Woopsine Parisn has been 
granted one thousand per annum, after but seventeen years’ service, and though 
but fifty-nine years of age when he retired. And in the Excise of Scotland, a 
Mr. Dovctas was allowed to retire in 1823, after but EIGHT years’ service, 
then being but forty-three years of age, on seven hundred a year. And in the 
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Trish Excise Office we find a Mr. Hawrnorn, with but ricHt years’ service 
also, lias rétired on one thousand a year; and Sir R. LaNcrisu, and a Mr. 

Tuomas O’Dett, with but trwetve years’ service each, the first on eight 
hundred,,and the latter—though then but forty-two years of age—on six hun- 
dred and seventy pounds per annum. 

_ When, Sir, we compare hese large allowances with the salaries of the supe- 
rior officers of our Army and Navy, who, after more than fifty years’ service 
—and many of them having for thirty years had the rank of FULL Cotonr1. 
—now receive but two hundred and: sixty-five pounds per annum,—and that 
even those with the rank of Rear-Admiral or Major-General, are but in the 
receipt of four hundred and _ fifty pounds a year,—and when it is borne in mind 
that these officers have risked ther lives in every clime and in every danger,— 
again and again it docs appear most unjust, that gentlemen remaining salcly at 
home with but two or three hours’ easy duty daily, should be suffered to tax the 
country with these large retiring allowances, and this too whilst some of them 
have, as it is well known, many thousands per annum private fortunes. 

If reduction can be effected anywhere, it is in these sort of pensions, where 
there has been no adequate service rendered for the salary granted. For why, I 
would demand, should a man after but eight, twelve, or even twenty-six years’ 
service, be allowed to retire on three fourths of his full salary, when he is quite 
as competent to execute the duties of the office as he was on the day that he 
entered it? : 

In proof of the injustice of which I complain, does it not, I would simply ask, 
appear glaringly wrong, that three persons—brothers, for example—should, the 
one enter the Army, the second the Navy, and the youngest—very many years 


ber rag a Commissioner of the Customs or Excise,—that the two 
eld 


er, after having endured all the toils and risks of. their professions for fifty 
years and upwards, and after having attained the highest ranks, should be only 
entitled to a salary of four hundred and fifty pounds per annum; whilst the 
youngest, who had not commetced his public career until the others had arrived 
at the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel in the Army and Captain in the Navy, yet, 
after the performance of a few years’ insignificant duty at the Board of Customs 
or Excise, be allowed to retire on more than double the income that the elder 
brothers are in the enjoyment of ? 

If this system be not one that calls for correction, I know not where it i8 to 
be found : ‘but the period is, I trust, now arrived, when we shall not be fated to 
see a recurrence of these acts of unfairness, and of such misapplication of the 
pevlic money; and that civilians, even the clerks in our public offices, after 

fteen or twenty years’ service, will no longer be in the receipt of much larger 
salaries than those who have fought their country’s battles for half a century, 
and have attained the highest ranks in their professions, 


ScruTaror. 





THE FACTORY COMMISSION. 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE SPECTATOR. 
; Sin—Your paper is honourably distinguished as being one of the very few 
among the periodical press that have ventured, amidst the din of popular 
clamour, which has for party and interested purposes been so successfully 
excited against the Factory Commission, to take a dispassionate and enlightened 
view of the real merits of the important question involved in the inquiry for 
which that Commission was instituted. But while you do justice to the Com- 
missioners for the evident fairness with which their inquiry hasbeen conducted, 
and while you agree ‘substantially with the opinions and recommendations con- 
tained in the Report of the Central Board, you impute to the Commissioners 
of the Central Board indiscreet haste in the publication of that Report, which 
you characterize as being slovenly and diffuse. That the Report was drawn up 
with great haste must be evident on-the face of it. But this circunistance, in- 
stead of being a ground for the charge of indiscretion, ought, in fairness, to be 
allowed as a plea in exculpation of the defects as a composition, which, 
whether justly or not, you impute to it; because, whatever of haste there may 
have been on the part of the Central Commissioners in drawing up and publish- 
ing their Report, it was not a matter resting on their discretion, but imposed upon 
them as a duty. The very purpose and the express terms of the Com- 
mission were. ‘ to collect information so as to enable Parlianient to legis- 
late on the subject during the present session.” Accordingly the Central 
Board, to whom was allotted the task of arranging the information, trans- 
mitted from time to time by the District Commissioners, aud reporting 
thereon, were peremptorily called upon by directions from the Home Office, 
dated the 20th of June last, to lay before it in the early part of the following 
week the whole of the evidence then collected, with aby opinions or recom- 
mendations they might be able to form on consideration of that evidence. There 
was no alternative then but to hasten the publication as much as possible. And 
when it is considered what a vast mass of evidence was to be gone through, so 
as to admit of giving, through the medium of the Report, a general view of it— 
what a choice of difficulties presented itself in the formation of any distinct 
plan to be offered for the consideration of the Legislature—and. what objec- 
tions to be surmounted in the suggestion of the provisions by which 
such plan should be rendered effectual, it might have been expected that 
a reference to the very short time within which all this was, of necessity, to be 
accompanied, and the importance of the object for which such haste was im- 
riously enjoined, might have disarmed criticism as to faults of composition, 
if these were found to exist. But surely, to apply the term of slovenliness and 
diffusiveness to the Report in question, does savour of hypercriticism. If the 
Report conveys a clear and faithful analysis of the evidence, and a perfectly 
intelligible statement of the opinions and recommendations of the Central Board, 
founded on that evidence, in which opinions and recommendations, be it observed, 
that you concur, what more could reasonably be required ? Greater care, if time 
had been allowed for it, in refinement of style and conciseness of statement would, 
seeing the disposition that exists to disparage and decryvall that is done by this 
Commission, have been considered as affectation and pretension. Nothing in- 
deed can be more ingeniously perverse, more whimsically unjust, than the 
charges which, from the institution of the Commission to the publication of 
their Report, have been heaped ‘unceasingly upon the Commissioners by the 
reatest part of the periodical press, and by all the promoters of the Ten Hours 
Bil. They have been denounced as the mere creatures of Government ; 
who were supposed to have nominated them in pure subserviency to the mill- 
owners. It was trumpeted forth that there was to be the mere semblance of an 
inquiry ; the real object being for the District Commissioners to collect, and the 
Central Board to report only such information as should be favourable to the 
existing system, and justify the unrestricted employment for the longest hours 
of children of the tenderest age. © To all such imputations as these at least, the 
Report in question, with the accompanying evidence, may be referred to as a 
sufficient answer. 
Iam, Sir, your obedient servant, 
Puito JustiT1&. 
We admit, to a reasonable extent, the plea of haste ; though the haste at the 
end was partly occasioned by procrastination in the beginning—the procrastina- 
tion, we imagine, of the Home Office. It'was not “ refinement of style,” or 
elegance of composition, that we desiderated in the Report ; we thought it some- 
times faulty in tone, and frequently loose in expression and defective in arrange- 
ment. However, it will be seen that we have now a graver charge to prefer 
— the Report: at whose door the blame ought finally to rest, we cannot tell, 
—Ep.] ! by 





TOPICS OF THE DAY. 


KISSING THE ROD. 


Tue Cabinet seems to be principally composed of the very humble 
servants of the Duke of WELLINGTON and his set: and among 
these, notwithstanding his occasional sallies of seeming indepen- 
dence, Lord Broveuam is perhaps on the whole the most osten- 
tatiously submissive. A striking proof of the accommodating 
nature of his disposition, when Tory Lords are to be conciliated, 
occurred on the night of their rejection of his Local Courts 
Bill. We allude to the manner in which he expressed himself 
in one of the concluding passages of his speech on that occasion. 
After telling their Lordships “ plainly,” that if they threw out 
his bill, he would, notwithstanding, persevere in his projects: of 
Law Reform,—* that they reckoned without their host, and had 
mistaken their man,” if they supposed that they could damp or 
discourage him,—after having thus roared like the lion, he sunk 
down all at once into the softness of a lamb, and assured the 
House that if his bill was rejected, he would in future only pro- 
pound moderate and inadequate measures of reform, such as 
would be palatable to their Lordships—that, as they would not 
allow him to move boldly forward, he was quite ready to creep 
along, “ half an inch” at a time, in their company. Of course, 
nothing could suit the possessors of hereditary wisdom better than 
this obliging frame of mind; and if it should so happen that Earl 
Grey's Cabinet should be kicked out of Downing Street, we doubt 
not that Lord Brovenam will be permitted to retain his seat on 
the woolsack, and still have the felicity of bringing forward mode- 
rate and inadequate measures, in company with a Tory Premier. 








THE DUKE’S REPENTANCE. 

Tuer Duke of WELLINGTON’s pious attachment to Mother Church 
has shone forth conspicuously during the past week. Even the 
atrocious “guilt” of having carried the Catholic Relief Bill is 
atoned for by his sincere repentance; and the Standard is fully 
persuaded of the truth of his Grace's declaration, that he intended 
the bill of 1829 for the security of the Established Church. To 
be sure, he did advise his Majesty George the Fourth to violate 
his Coronation Oath; but then, he will by no means consent to 
Lord Grey's involving King WiLt1Am the Fourth in the same 
guilt. His opposition to the Irish Reform Bill has obtained his 
pardon for all past delinquencies, and no doubt is to be entertained 
of the sincerity of his scruples or the disinterestedness of his mo- 
tives on the present occasion. Such at least is the colouring 
which our ingenious contemporary, the Standard, employs its elo- 
quence and logic to throw over his Grace’s speeches and deeds. 
But let him be weighed in a more severe balance—let a more 
searching test be applied to his conduct—and the result will be any 
thing but favourable to his character as a British statesman. 

It is evident that there is no sacrifice of political principle which 
the Duke of WELLiNGTON is ?.ot prepared to make rather than 
suffer a permanent exclusion from power. He gave the lie to all his 
past professions, when, in 1829, he carried Catholic Emancipation, 
which he had assured Dr. Curtis, in the famous letter written 
within a few months of the passage of the Relief Bill, must be laid 
aside and forgotten for some years. At that moment, he was plan- 
ning the means of carrying it in the session just about to open. In 
1832, when he found that in consequence of the determination of 
the People to have a Reformed Parliament, no Anti-Reformer 
could hope to bear sway in the King’s Councils, he was quite 
ready to eat up all his professions once more, and carry the very 
measure which he had solemnly denounced as destructive of the 
Constitution. And now, when it suits his ambition to oppose the 
slightest possible reform in the Irish Church, he has the effrontery 
to take up the old exploded stuff about the Coronation Oath, 
which never for a moment stood in his own way when a point was 
to be carried. How is it possible to place the least reliance upon 
such a politician as this? and how ludicrous itis to have such a one 
held up to the world as a pattern of piety and conscientiousness ! 





A POLITICAL CHARLATAN. 


Tur Morning Chronicle asserts that Sir Rosert Perr hag 
“ risen in power in the Commons since his resignation of office,” 
but that “ he well knows that his return to office could not be 
maintained, and that he would relapse into his old commonplaces 
and political weakness.” 

No one can have paid attention to the proceedings in Parlia- 
ment during the present session, without being aware that, 
whether the chances of Sir Rosert’s reassumption of office be 
great or small, he is himself uneasy on the Opposition benches, 
and anxious to pass over to the other side of the Speaker. Upon 
all occasions, important or trifling, he puts himself forward: he 
never misses an opportunity for self-exhibition, or for displaying 
superior tact and talents for business to those of his successor 
in the Leadership of the Commons, Lord ALTHORP. Heaven 
knows, it only requires qualities of a very mediocre character 
to come off triumphant from such a competition. A thorough- 
bred official, of very inferior d-bating talents and political ac- 
quirements to those of Sir Roperr PrEx, would be a formi- 
dable antagonist to the honest Lord. It is no wonder, therefore, 
that Sir Roper appears to advantage in the little skirmishes 
which he is perpetually provoking with his ill-prepared and self- 





distrusting antagonist, and that, to a certain extent, he gains iv 
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the opinion of the House what Lord Attuorp undoubtedly loses. 
So far, then, we agree with the Morning Chronicle, that “ Sir Ro- 
BERT Perec has risen in power in the House since his resignation 
of office.” But there have been some drawbacks to this advance 
in reputation; and those, in our opinion, serious ones to a man 
who stands in the prominent situation of a candidate for the Pre- 
miership,—for it is not likely that he will again consent to act asa 
subordinate in any Ministry which he may join. We allude to 
the evident want of fairness and disregard of truth which are 
conspicuous in his Parliamentary conduct. He is so eager for dis- 
play on all occasions, so resolute in his design to keep himself 
constantly before the eyes of the public and of their representa- 
tives in Parliament, that he not unfrequently commits himself in 
a very disreputable fashion. Nothing, for instance, could be 
more unworthy of a leading British statesman, than the tone of 
his remarks on Mr. Hume's motion for a new House of Com- 
mons, and his pretended ignorance of the name of the Chairman 
who drew up the report. Every other man in the House knew 
who the Chairman was; and as Sir Rosert was himself a mem- 
ber of the Committee, no one could for a moment give credence 
to his assertion that he knew him not. It was a sneaking 
mode of hitting under cover at an opponent, and one which is very 
characteristic of this tricky debater. On Monday last, he ha- 
zarded a rub with Mr. O'ConNELL; in which, however, he came 
off, as he richly deserved to do, second best. The present Bishop 
of Derry is well known to have been a friend to Catholic Eman- 
cipation, and belongs toa Liberal and Emancipating family ; but 
Sir Rozert raked up a story, some ten or twelve years old, of his 
having once signed a petition against the Catholics, and as- 
serted that he had small title to Catholic gratitude on account 
of his inconsistency. <A pretty fellow, by the way, Sir Rosert 
Pre. is to sneer at the inconsistency of others in regard to the 
Catholic question! This assertion, however, gave Mr. O'ConNnELL 
the opportunity of explaining, that the Bishop, then Dean of St. 
Patrick's, had been tricked, under false representations of its con- 
tents, into signing the petition—when recovering from severe ill- 
ness, in a darkened room. Sir Roserr of course denied all know- 
ledge of this very notorious circumstance (the particulars of which 
were detailed in a letter published in the newspapers by the Bishop 
himself), and made a miserable attempt to turn the tables on Mr. 
‘O'ConnELL, by saying that it was Ads business to have mentioned 
the facts respecting the petition ; although why Mr. O'CoNNELL 
should have mentioned the petition at all, does not appear, unless 
he thought it a fair opportunity to expose the dishonest manage- 
ment of Sir RoBert’s allies. 

These exhibitions, in the grand drama of Humbug, would 
scarcely, in themselves, be worth so much notice as we have taken of 
them: but, viewed in connexion with the fact that the chief actor 
in them—truly an actor—is a candidate for the first office in the 
State, they become of material import, as serving to illustrate his 
real character. The suspicions of his political integrity which his 
conduct on these occasions begets, will be confirmed by an exami- 
nation of his speeches on more formal and weighty discussions,— 
the Slavery, Irish Church, and Bank questions, for example. We 
shall find the same selfish cunning at the bottom of all he has said 
and done during the session. Is such a man worthy to fill a 
prominent place in the Government of a great nation? We trust 
that the public will keep a scrutinizing eye upon the movements 
and professions of this political charlatan. 





THE BLESSING OF DEAR JUSTICE. 
We find the following passage in the @/09 of Wednesday. 

*‘ The continual desire to compromise differences—to avoid litigation by con- 
cession—the disposition to exercise the rights of property leniently, and above 
all, to trust,in ordinary and trivial transactions rather to the character and 
honour of individuals than to legal remedies—these habits, which appear to us to 
exist in an eminent degree in England, contribute to the smoothness of all trans- 
actions, and to the comfort and tranquillity of the people; and they are, pro- 
bably, in some degree connected with the difficulties which have been cpposed to 
the resort to justice or law.” 

The tone of resignation under defeat which pervades the above 
extract, and the whole article from which it is taken, is truly 
praiseworthy. The Globe would have been thankful for cheap 
jastice, if the Lords would have vouchsafed it to the nation; but 
since that blessing has been refused by our masters, it has dis- 
covered that we are much better off without it. The ‘“ smoothness” 
of our transactions, “the comfort and tranquillity of the people,” 
very much depend, it seems, upon the “ difficulties which have been 
opposed to the resort to justice or law.” Lord Ex.pon, then, is the 
true friend to the people after all, and Lord BrougHam is a 
meddling disturber; for few will disagree with the declaration of 
the poet, that 

‘ Life’s best joys consist in peace and ease.” 
When once this consolatory and rational view of the subject is 
adopted, what a different aspect certain facts, once deemed ugly, 
assume! The Cammon Law Commissioners have asserted that 
the amount of debts recovered by legal process in England is only 
one fourth of the amount of costs incurred in their recovery. This 
fact was urged by Lord BroucHam (in his wild attachment to 
that delusive theory of “cheap justice,” which the dreamer 
BentHam first made popular) in favour of his project for establish- 
ing local courts arid facilitating the process of litigation. When 
that arch-sneerer Horne Tooxe was told that in England the 
courts of justice were open to all men, he replied, ‘‘So is the Lon- 
don Tavern,"—meaning thereby, that the possession of money 
was a necessary preliminary to the obtaining of justice. But neither 








of these celebrated men saw to the bottom of the subject; other- 
wise they would have rejoiced, as the Globe does, in the connexion 
of the tranquillity of the people with the dearness of justice. 

Every day affords instances, we have no doubt, were they but 
recorded, of the advantages which the poor derive from their ina- 
bility to go to law, owing to its expensiveness. One oecurred on 
Wednesday last, at the Bow Street Police-office; an aceount of 
which we find, as follows, in the newspapers. 

‘* A poor woman applied to Sir Frederick Roe for a warrant against a person 
who, she said, had beat and cruelly ill-used her. She was asked by the officer, 
‘* Had she four shillings? ” She said, all the money she had was two, aad that 
she had no means of getting any more. The officer intimated this to Sir F. 
Roe; who said that the warrant could not be granted. The poor womaw left 
the office, apparently in great trouble.” 

Poor foolish woman! she left the office in great trouble, forsooth, 
because justice cost twice as much as she could afford to pay for it; 
forgetting that she ought to be “ tranquil and comfortable,’ seeing 
that in consequence of the high price of the warrant, a degree of 
“smoothness” was given to a “transaction” which at first wore 
rather a rough appearance. But thus it is, people will be blind to 
their own manifest advantage, and thousands are constantly “ filing 
their minds” because the dearness of law prevents them from 
seeking the redress of injuries against their wealthy oppressors. 
We trust, however, that the more philosophical doctrine, which our 
contemporary has so considerately and just at the right time put 
forth, will have the effect of setting matters in their true light, 
and of quieting the troubled spirits in the land. 





THE FACTORY QUESTION. 
In commenting last week upon the Report of the Factory Com- 
missioners, we intimated that it had been hastily got up, and 
was an imperfect performance, not quite answerable to the repu- 
tation of its authors, the members of the London Central Board. 
At that time we had only seen the Report as published in the 
Newspapers ; and on a question of such moment, we thought it 
unfair to dwell as much as some of our contemporaries had 
thought fit to do upon mere faults of style, and the bad ar- 
rangement of a great mass of evidence. We took it for granted 
that the Report embodied the opinions of the twelve gentlemen 
who were commissioned to inquire into the state of the manu- 
factories on the spot, and therefore considered it a valuable do- 
cument, which might be depended upon. We have since, how- 
ever—and with no small difficulty, for even many members of 
the House have not been supplied with their copies—procured 
the bulky volume itself. We do not pretend to have read the 
whole of the fifteen or sixteen hundred pages which it contains ; 
but we have perused enough of the Evidence, and more espe- 
cially of the Reports of the ambulatory Commissioners, to arrive 
at the conclusion, that the Report of the Central Board is by no 
means justified by the statements of the persons who were most 
competent to give them correct data on which to ground it, and who 
were expressly employed for that purpose. The Report, in fact, con- 
tains the speculative suggestions of Messrs. Tooke, CHApwick, and 
Sournwoop Smirk, not the result of the experience of the master 
manufacturers and their workmen, or of the inquiries of Messrs. 
Stuart, DrRinkWATER, and the other Commissioners, This is 
demonstrable from the Evidence and the Reports as published 
by the Central Board itself. But is this Evidence “ the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,” such as it was 
transmitted to the London Board? We suspect not: at any 
rate there are strange stories in circulation, of the mutilation, per- 
version, and suppression of very important parts of what, upon the 
face of it, pretends to be anentire document. The evidence of the 
Medical Commissioners is entirely suppressed; but why ? because 
it confirmed, or because it militated against, the predetermined 
plan of the London gentlemen ? 

These are serious accusations against the persons who have had 
the management of this inquiry. They amount to a charge of 
misleading the public, and the members of the House of Com- 
mons, who are called on to legislate as if the Report in their hands 
were founded upon the statements of the Commissioners; when 
in point of fact, it has been prepared with too little regard to 
those statements, and, in some extremely important particulars, 
in direct contravention of them. 

Considerable mismanagement seems to have prevailed from the 
very outset of this business. The address of the House of Com- 
mons for a Commission to report upon the state of Factories was 
voted on the 5th of April; but such delay took place in the ap- 
pointment and instructing of Commissioners, that they did not 
leave London, to proceed to the discharge of the duty committed 
to them, till the endof April. Then, it seems, the Central Board, 
in a prodigious hurry, called upon them to report the result of 
their inquiries, so that they might be in London as speedily after 
the 10th of June as the mail could carry them. This we learn 
from Mr. Sruart’s letter, dated Greenock, 10th June; in which 
it is stated, that his Report, in obedience to the eommands of Lord 
MELBOURNE, must be despatehed that very night, although he 
had only received those commands the same morning. Alter- 
nately to delay and hurry matters in this manner, was unjustifi- 
able conduct towards all the parties concerned. 

Upon the return of the Commissioners to London, it would have 
been reasonable to suppose that they would meet together to com- 
pare notes, and to ascertain the result of each other's experience. 
A material modification of opinion might have been. the result of 
such a consultation. But we cannot find that any thing of the sort 
took place: there is no evidence of it in the Report at all events, 


642 


_— = 


THE SPECTATOR. 





We have already alluded to the two important facts, of the sup- 
pression of the Medical Evidence, and the discordancy of the Re- 
ports of the twelve travelling Commissioners with the general 


Report published by the Board. 


rumours which are current respecting the mutilation of the Re- | 


ports of the Country Commissioners. But there is another most 
material and suspicious deficiency in the published Evidence. We 
find nowhere the answers to the Queries circulated among the 
Manufacturers by the Central Board. 'Those answers would have 
shown whether the measure of working by relays was or was not 
practicable; for one of the questions put to each manufacturer 
was this—‘‘ What is the objection, if any, where extra hours are 
required, to have relays or fresh sets of children, or persons under 
twenty-one years of age, by whom those sets which have worked 
within the ordinary hours may be relieved ?” 

uery have been withheld; and it might almost be surmised, in 
the absence of proof, that they could only have been withheld be- 
cause they showed the impracticability of the plan of the Central 
Board. But it so happens that we’ have the means of esta- 
blishing the soundness of this presumption, as far at least 
as the evidence of one most material witness goes. Mr. 
ARCHIBALD BUCHANAN, a manager and partner in the Catrine 
Cotton-works, in the county of Ayr,—one of those admirably 
conducted establishments in which Mr. Kirkman Fintay is 
a principal partner,—appears to have published his answers to the 


from Scotland, is now lying before us. 
is well known as the most experienced cotton-spinner in Scot- 
land, and his evidence cannot be too highly prized: and what 
is it? He says that ‘“ A double set of hands could not be col- 
lected, and sufliciently trained, for a series of years; that sup- 
posing a relay of hands under twenty-one years of age could be 
got, the adults could not be supposed to work above fourteen 

ours in the day, allowing the least possible time for meals and 
refreshments, which would only give seven hours to those under 
twenfy-one ; and the produce in that time could not afford more 
than half the present wages to the younger hands, which would 
be found totally inadequate to afford the means of support and 
comforts which that class now enjoys; and that, since all his work- 
people are paid by the piece, he does not see the possibility of dis- 
tinguishing the produce belonging to each so as to pay for their 
individual exertions.” Here we have the evidence of Mr. 
BucHANAN against the dicta of three London gentlemen, who, 
for any thing that appears to the contrary, never were inside a 
cotton-mill in their lives. The result is, we should think, that 


the relay system won't work, and that to try it would be a very 


hazardous experiment. 

In the evidence taken before the Central Board in London, we 
find that Mr. Srrurr, Mr. Grout, and Mr. M‘Conne., who own 
large establishments in Derbyshire, Norfolk, and Lancashire, 
speak decidedly against the relay system; and that Mr. MarsHaLh 
of Leeds very much disapproves of the plan of extending it to 
children more than eleven years of age. This, be it observed, is 
the evidence selected for publication by the Commissioners. We 
have seen a specimen, in that of Mr. BucHanan, of what they 
have deemed it prudent to suppress. 

It appears that by far the chief part of the work performed by 
hand is done by female children ; for the boysusually go to trades 
at thirteen or fourteen. Now if the relay system is introduced, it 
is clear that girls who have just turned thirteen, or whose parents 
will swear that such is the case, will be employed full hours. We 
should like to see the Medical Evidence as to their capability of 
working fourteen or sixteen hours a day at that criticalage. But, 
as we before mentioned, the Medical Evidence. is suppressed. 

We observe in Mr. Stuart's Report, dated 10th June, that he 
recommends a prohibition of the employment of children in wet 
Alax-spinning and in web-dressing rooms. These two particular 
branches of employment are evidently unhealthy, and must shorten 
life. Let adults, if they like, work at them for advanced wages, 
but children ought to be protected against them. In the Report of 
the Central Board, no notice. whatever is taken of this highly im- 
portant suggestion; and why not? Simply because the evidence 
of the travelling Commissioners was to go for nothing; the Re- 
port was determined upon without reference to it, and long before 
if was transmitted to London. 

Another point in the management of this business wants explana- 
tion. The copious extiacts from the Report were published in the 


Globe several days before it got into the hands of the Members of | 


Parliament. Then came the motion of Lord ALrHorpP, on the 5th of 
July, to legislate on this Report, without time being allowed to 
compare it with the Evidence, on which, we find, it does noé rest. 
We are now arrived at the 10th, and still the printed copies are 
withheld from the Members. Why—why are they withheld ? * 
The sweeping assertions made by the Central Board, that the con- 
sequences of a factory life to children are the permanent “ deteriora- 
tion of the physical constitution,” and the ‘production of disease 
often irremediable,” are not borne out by the reports of the travel- 
ling Commissioners. The evidence of Mr. DrinKWATER, Mr. W oOL- 
ricuHE, Mr. Stuart, and Mr. Power, conveys a different impres- 
sion. The result we gather from their evidence is, that employ- 
ment in badly-managed manufactories is deleterious, but that in 
well-conducted establishments the reverse is the fact; and thai 
they may without difficulty be well-conducted. It is clear, 


* We presume that the Menibors ‘have since received their copies, as we received our 
owa with the Parliamentary Papers:of Thursday: . 


The answers to this | 





therefore, that measures very gentle in extent and operation 
should be first tried. Let us first see the effect. of them, and 


z | then proceed by short steps in legislating on this most delicate 
Ve have also mentioned the | 


question. The present law is, that persons under eighteen years 
of age should not work more than twelve hours. Lord AsHLEY 
proposes ten hours. Now mark the effect of this. More thana 
million of persons are employed in our manufacturing establish- 
ments, and the annual value of manufactured goods is above forty 
millions. Multitudes of families depend for their absolute sub- 
sistence upon the labour of children, generally female children. 
Now by adopting even the Ten Hours Bill, you deprive these 
children of one sixth of their weekly earnings. But the probable 
effect of either of the plans proposed would be almost immediately 
to throw vast numbers of adults out of employ, as well as children. 
We learn, that immense orders for machinery are now in the 
course of execution, for the purpose of superseding hand labour 
as muchas possible. This seems to denote that an effort is about 
to be made to crush the minor manufacturers, by the giants in 
the trade; who will make their own profits for a few years and then 
retire, leaving us an exasperated pauper population on hand, the 
victims of their own indiscretion and our more culpable ignorance 
and rashness. 

We are far from entertaining any party feelings on this mo- 
mentous question. But a perusal of such parts of the voluminous 


) | evidence as we have had time to examine, more and more con- 
queries of the Board, and a printed copy of them, transmitted 


Now, Mr. BucHanan | 


firms us in the opinion which we expressed last week, that “ our 
one-sided legislators and cheap-humanity-men are on the point 
of committing a notable folly in their headlong zeal.” 





THE CHARITY CONCERT AT MR. HOPE'S. 

THE concert, yesterday, at Mr. Hops’s splendid mansion in 
Dutchess Street, in aid of the Metropolitan Infirmary for Children, 
was altogether unique. The music formed only one element 
in the morning’s entertainment; which was a feast for more senses 
than that of hearing. The scheme of the concert was like any 
other of the season; including ‘“ Pappataci,” and such like rari- 
ties. Pasta, Maripran, De Meric, Donzexu1, TAmBuRINi, 
De Brenis, were the vocalists ; Moscue.es and Herz executed 
a duet brilliantly on the pianoforte; Linptey, DraGconert, 
Monrt,- &e. were among the leading instrumental performers ; 
and Paganini achieved his marvels on the violin. The or- 
chestra was arranged in one of the principal picture-galleries; 
which was of course crammed with the fashionable world. Ar- 
riving somewhat late in the day, we were well content to take our 
ease in the cool and classic retreat formed by the gallery of 
sculpture adjoining, where the overflowing of the crowd in the 
concert-room listened to the softened strains of the music; 
and to range through the noble suite of apartments. Those 
more distant from the scene of attraction were deserted; and 
their stillness harmonized well with the chaste and classic 
splendour of their farniture and decorations. It was like visit- 
ing the house of Piiny in Pompeii, and finding it suddenly 
restored to its pristine magnificence. We cannot fancy any thing 
more correct in taste or more perfectly in keeping. The most 
subordinate minutiee of decoration are not overlooked; a classic 
feeling pervadesall the arrangements; the hand of tasteis visible 
everywhere. It is well known that Mr. THomas Hope not 
merely superintended, but designed and selected the principal part 
of the furniture and ornaments. The collection. of paintings, 
sculpture, and vases, does honour to the taste and munificence of the 
British merchant; whose talents ennobled his name far beyond 
the nobility of birth or title. 

The liberality of Mr. Henry Hopr on this occasion was worthy 
of the son of sucha princely father. To throw open his house, 
with all its classic attractions, for the purpose of assisting a charity, 
was handsome. But Mr. Hope was not satisfied with this ordi- 
nary liberality: he treated the supporters of the charity as his 
friends. The choicest refreshments were supplied in profusion to 
all the company ; an instance of hospitality quite unexampled and 
not to be expected on such occasions. Every individual visitor 
must have felt it a personal courtesy. 

The whole scene was most attractive. Passing through the 
elegant drawing-room, you entered the dining-room, where the re- 
freshments were tastefully laid out, The coup dail was sump- 
tuous; and presented a striking contrast to the cool and chaste 
classicality of the sculpture-gallery adjoining. The bright colours 
of the pictures on the walls, the gorgeous lustre of the gold 
plate on the sideboards and on the table, where the colours of the 
grapes and pines, and even of the wines and liqueurs intermingled, 
combined to furnish as rich a feast for the eye as for the palate. 
At the end of the first part of the concert, when the company se- 
parated to promenade the apartments and partake of the refresh- 
ments, we were able to squeeze into the picture-gallery, and get a 
peep at some of the paintings,—especially three exquisite creations 
by Guipo, where female loveliness was depicted with a delicacy 
and reality that withstood even the comparison of the living and 
breathing forms beside them. We also caught sight of two. of 
SaLvartor’s wild and poetical scenes; and the works of RAPHAEL, 
Vanpyke, Paut Veronesze, and Rusens'’s Death of Adonis; 
with which, and with others at a distance, we desire a more inti- 
mate acquaintance than we could form in the midst of a scene pos- 
sessing such varied attractions. We could see nothing of the 
musical performers; and only got a glimpse of the scintillations 
of PAGANINI's magic bow through the legs of a Greek warrior. 
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is said that the groans of the brutecreation entered his soul: and 
his feelings were not like those of some others, wholly exhausted 
by a particular class of sufferers: he was universally humane. In 
all the relations of his life he was exemplary: his heart was ever 
open, and the purse was never closed, save when it was empty. 

We love the piety of the nephew who publishes these Letters, and 
who has already ushered into the world several valuable posthu- 
mous publications found among his uncle’s papers. The Letters 
have many.claims upon us: they touch upon public events of an 
interesting character in a peculiar manner; they exhibit the 
writer's own amiable but nervous character; they give an agree- 
able picture of the connexion that often subsists between the 
solitary London student and his native town, perhaps the only tie 
which binds him to the world and its ways. 

Some of the letters of Ritson are odd; but in many, especially 
those to his nephew, there is a fund of instruction blended with 
humour. 

HISTORY OF THE MIDDLE 
CLASSES. 


THIs may prove a useful, as it is certainly an entertaining compi- 
lation ; but it is no history of either the middle or the working 
classes, though the earlier part of the bulky volume contains nu- 
merous facts respecting them both in early and in later times. The 
second and principal parts are devoted to discussions of political 
economy, in which all classes are concerned; the main object of 
which is certainly to guide the mind of the operatives into a rea- 
sonable channel with respect to their true interests. If there is 
any chance of a book of this'kind being extensively read, it can- 
not fail to be of service; but we apprehend that they alone who 
will read it stand in no need of its instruction. We would advise 
that its chapters should be separately circulated in numbers,— 
unless the odious stamp-laws in any way interfere; which they 
would not, if the work were placed in the hands of a judicious 
number-distributor. 


AND WORKING 


EXPOSURE OF THE MARSHALSEA c ojuRT. 


Tue Palace or Marshalsea Court was originally instituted for the 
settlement of disputed claims upon persons in the Royal House- 
hold: its powers are now extended for the recovery of small 
debts within a circle of twelve miles, taking the Palace for a 


centre, but excepting the area covered by the city of London. A } 


court for the recovery of small debts should at least be inexpen- 
sive: how far this condition is complied with, may be ascertained 
from the report of the author of this pamphlet, who seems to be 
very familiar with all its processes. 

Most of the actions tried in this court, are under 10/., and generally confined 
to small tradesmen, the journeyman mechanic, and the poor man. Now, a poor 
man is actually unable to defend an action (however good his defence may be), 
from the truly Royal enormous law costs; the select practitioners refusing even 
to put in an appearance under 21s. to 25s., and the money must be paid down. 
from 8l. to 101. 


No credit for poor defendants in this court; although plain- 


court are suffered by the defendants to go by default. A single visit to the court 
(on a Friday) will convince the most sceptical of this fact. Itis monstrous to 
hear the monotony—“ Verdict for the Plaintiff!”—* Verdict for the Plain- 
tiff! !”"—** Verdict for the Plaintiff!!!”—and can only be compared to the 
drawing of a lottery, where there are so many blanks to one prize. Plaintiffs 
are well aware of this fact, and having the additional chance (if not certainty) 
of the defendant suffering judgment to go by default, very naturally prefer this 
court; too often for the gratification of malice more than with the hope of 
getting their money, finding it an easy, cheap, expeditious mode of ruining their 
opponent. 


The term “select practitioners” implies the fact, that but six 
attornies are permitted to practice in this court, who buy their 
places. Butanother and more complete view is given of the ex- 
penses of this court, in the following history of a poor green- 
grocer. 

A young man had opened a green-grocer’s shop in a neighbourhood where 
one of the same trade had been some time established. These rivals, lived, how- 
ever, on apparently friendly terms, and occasionally accommodated each other 
with goods which the other happened to be short of. This was a trap laid by 
the crafty established man, which the other unfortunately fell into. He became 
indebted -to his established rival 35s. A demand was made of 45s. ; this, of 
course, was demurred to, and 35s. offered, but refused. Next day, the debtor 
was served with a Marshalsea Writ (without having received the usual compli- 
ment of a six-and-eightpenny letter). The defendant now related his case to an 

-attorney of the court, who advised him to defend it. The first step towards 
which, was to put in an appearance, for which purpose 25s. was demanded and 
paid. Ina few days after, the defendant was served with a notice of declara- 
tion. Again he visits his man of law, and two guineas is demanded to plead ; 
‘the astonished defendant began to hesitate, yet relying on the justice of his 
cause, he parted with his two guineas. In another week, he was served with 
motice of trial. Of course he paid his lawyer another visit, who then demanded 
/.,.for briefs, fees to counsel, subpenas, &c. The defendant was thunder- 
struck ; 5/. in addition to what he had already paid, to avoid an imposition of 
10s. ; and, after all, he now found there was the ‘glorious uncertainty of the 
law” to come! The poor man could not find so much money: and after 
having parted with 3/. 7s. to prevent. his being robbed of 10s., was at last 
obliged to suffer judgment to go by default! “Feeling a just indignation at being 
unable to obtain justice, he resolved to let the worst come. It did come, and he 
was consigned to prison! And, as troubles never come alone, his landlord, find- 
ing he was in prison, seized for a quarter’s rent, and sold even the bed from 
under his wife! The plaintiff’s end was answered: he got rid of his rival, and 
not content with that, he does not fail, at every opportunity, to apply a tolera- 
ble quantity of abuse on the character of the unfortunate defendant. 
This poor fellow took the benefit of the Insolvent Debtors’ Act, and was only 


, 


released from a prison to join his wife (an amiable young woman) in a 
workhouse. : 


It is‘a foul blot on any community, that such barbarous extor- 








tion should be permitted even for a day; but here is.a vile and 
contemptible court, that has had the disposal of men’s: liberties for 
centuries. And into what.a hole is the wretch crammed, whom 
the law, as it is called in bitter mockery, assigns to amoral. death 
in revenge for a few pounds! Read the description of this moral 
black-hole. 

The Palace, or Marshalsea Prison, is situate: near’ the St. George’s' Church, 
Borough (Southwark). The south side being bounded by the churchyard, 
(which the wells of the pumps immediately join), the water from which 
smells horribly : there is, however, a good su ply of soft water. At the end of 
the prison is a far more ancient building, wbion was once the Admiralty Prison 
(in which is shown the cell where the notorious ae! Abbershaw spent his last 
night previous to his execution) ; this isnow only used as a strong room, for prie 
soners who offend against the regulations of the prison. In this part there isa 
neat chapel, in which divine service is performed once every Sunday; the hour 
depending on the will of the clergyman, being sometimes at nine or eleven in the 
morning, or afternoon at three o’clock, no previous notice of which is given to 
the prisoners, which, with other circumstances, occasions a very thin attendance. 
The Deputy Marshal and some of the turnkeys generally attend divine service. 
The prison consists of two rows of houses, abutting against each other, and thus 
presenting two fronts standing nearly north and south, There are eight stair- 
cases, in which are fifty-six rooms ; of these, three are used asa shop and two 
parlours, rented by a person, not a prisoner, and for which, it is said, he pays 21se 
per week. All the rooms in No. | staircase are reserved by the turnkeys, and 
by them let out to the more wealthy prisoners, who may desire a room to them- 
selves. I mention this to show that the number of rooms designed for the use 
of the prisoners is curtailed by these means, and must be productive of serious 
inconveniences and great risk of health when the prison is crowded, which is 
frequently the case: one hundred and seventy persons have been confined at one 
time within these walls, making an average of more than four persons in each 
room, which are not ten feet square! I will leave the reader to imagine what the 
situation of men, thus confined, particularly in the summer months, must be! 
There is a tap and sitting-room (much too small), rented by a person, not a pri- 
soner, and for which it is said two guineas per week is paid. Over this is the 
infirmary, part of which the publican has he privilege of letting, when not re~ 
quired by invalids. A medical gentleman attends, and dispenses medicine gra 
tuitously: by the way, the only thing that is given away. The quantity of 
broken glass (which is only replaced once a year) is a reproach to the conduct 
of some of the prisoners, a great portion being broke designedly. There is also 
a public kitchen, the expense of which, with other conveniences, are supported 
by the contributions of the prisoners, with the knowledge and consent of the 
Deputy Marshal. The sum thus contributed by the prisoners is equal to the 
payment of the wages of cooks, scavengers, constable or crier, and the secretary ; 
and also furnishes coals, mops, brooms, oil, and lamps for staircases, privies, &c. 
The aggregate amount of expense is about five pounds per week ; thus there are, 
and it is necessary there should be, to meet the expenditure, on the average more 
than twelve persons in each week, or two per day, consigned to this prison ! 

In the pamphlet itself, numerous instances will be found of the 
fatal effects of imprisonment within these detestable walls, not 
merely on the prisoners, but on all connected with them. Many 
of the instances are appalling,—more especially when we see that 
the authority under which all this iniquity is done is thatof the law ! 
And amidst all this evil, whois benefited? It is clear these debtors 
never pay: they might have paid out of prison, but in prison it is 
impossible: more money than the debt is always wasted by one or 


| other of the parties; and often as many as five and even ten times 


the amount is squandered away among the attornies, the bailiffs, 


| . 

> j . | s j ve se-keepers, ¢ aoe mkevs 

The total sum required to defend an action, however small, being not less than | the sponging-house-keepers, and gaolers and turnkeys of this 
| paltry court; which, though but on as bad a principle as the su- 

tiffs of known, or even supposed property, can be accommodated as in the supe- | 

rior courts; the result is that (perhaps) three fourths of the causes in this | 


perior courts, is worse in practice; for it pursues its odious way 
noiselessly among the dwellings of the poor, and steals here a vic- 
tim and there a victim, far removed from the public eye. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


On the Sth inst., at Leyton, Essex, the Lady of Witn1am Taytor Coperanp, Esq., 
M.P., of a daughter. 

On the 8th inst., at East Horsley, Surry, the Lady of the Hon. and Rev, A, P, Per- 
cEVAL, of a daughter. 

On the 10th inst., at Woolwich, the Lady of Roperr Dasuwoop, of the Royal En- 
gineers, of a daughter. 

On the 30th ult., at Arklow House, Connaught Place, the Viscountess AcwEson, of a 
daughter. 

On the 25th of May, at Malta, the Lady of Sir Grenvittz Tempte Tempze, Bart., 
of a son, 

On the 3d inst., at Edinburgh; the Lady Lovtsa Forsgs, of a son and heir. 

MARRIAGES. 

On the 6th inst., at St. George’s, Hanover Square, Lord ALBERT ConynouaM, second 
son of the late Marquis Conyngham, to the Hon, Henrizrra Manta, fourth daughter 
of the late Lord Forester. 

On the 2d inst., at St. James’s Church, Captain Caartes Crespreny Vivian, eldest 
of Sir Hussey Vivian, Bart., Commander of the Forces in Ireland, to Miss Scorz, niece 
of the Earl of Meath. i 

On the 5th inst., at Blairvaddoch, CHartrs Forses, Esq. second son of the late Sir 
William Forbes of Pitsligo and Fettercairn, Bart., to Jemima Resecca, daughter of 
the late Colonel Ranaldson Macdonell of Glengarry and Clanronald. 

On the 9th inst., at St. James’s Church, Wint1am Hawes, Esq., of Montague 
Place, Russell Square, to ANNa, daughter of Samuel Cartwright, Esq., of Old Burling- 
ton Street. 

On the 25th ult., at Florence, ALEXANDER Bower, Esq., eldest son of Graham 
Bower, Esq., of Kincaldrum, Scotland, to the Countess PLAaGriE KossaKxowska, daughter 
of the Count Corwin Kossakowska and the Countess Louise Potocka, Poland, 

DEATHS. 
On the 10th inst., at his residence, Dover House, Whitehall, Lord Dover, in his 36th 
year. 
; On the 10th inst., of an apoplectic attack, in his 44th year, the Right Hon, the Earl 
of PLyMowru. 

On the 10th inst., at Great Marlow, Lady Mortiocs, widow of Sir John Mortlock. 

On the 6th inst., at St. Alban’s Place, Pall Mall, Captain Cuarves Jutrus Kerr, of 
the Koyal Navy. 

On the 6th inst.,-at his residence, Upper Phillimore Place, Kensington, the Rev. Dr. 
Tuomas B. CiarKke. ; 

On the 6th inst., at Farleigh, in Kent, MartHa Maria Beresrorp, widow of the 
late Rev. William Beresford, Rector of Sunning, Berks, in her 88th year. 

On the 8th inst., at Wimbledon, Sir W1ru1am Beaumavrice Rusu, in his 83d year, 

On the 9th inst., in Lower Mount Street, the Most Rev. Dr. Larran, Catholic Arch- 
bishop of Cashel. 








THE ARMY. 

War-Orrice, July 12.—7th Regt. of Dragoon Guards—Cornet G. A. F. Cunyng- 
hame to be Lieut, by purchase, vice Sir J. L. Duntze, who retires ; Cornet C. H. T homp- 
son, from the Lith Light Dragoons, to be Cornet, vice Cunynghame. 8th Regt. of 
Light Drags —Cornet T. W. 8, Lowndes to be Lieut. by gunabane. vice rate ay who 
retires; E. Mostyn, Gent. to be Cornet, by purchase, vice Lowndes. 9th Light Drags. 
—J. Johnston, Gent. to be Cornet, by purchase, vice Sir J. Hawley, Bart. rom: 
llth Light Drags.—W, A, Rose, Gent. to be Cornet, by purchase, vice C. H. _ 
appointed to the 7th Drag. Guards, Ist Regt, of Foot—Stafl-Assist-Surg, J, Millax. 
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THE SPECTATOR. 





M.D. to be Assist.-Surg. vice S. Dickson, resigned. 7th Foot—Lieut. D. Barton to be 
Capt. by pesthees, vice Cecil La Touche, who retires; Second Lieut. G. P. Malcolm, 
from the Rifle Brigade, to be Lieut, by purchase, vice Barton. 14th Foot—Capt. B. 
Broad , from the half-pay Unattached, to be Capt. vice K. M‘Kenzie, who ex- 
5 en receiving the difference. 20th Foot—Ensign A. Stewart, from the Royal 
Newfoundland Veteran C: anies, to be Lieut. by purchase, vice W. Heron, whose 
appointment has not takeltp ace. 28th Foot—Lieut. F. W.P. Parker to be Capt. by 
rehase, vice C. Ruxton, who retires ; Ensign W. Cadell to be Lieut. by purchase, vice 
arker ; H. D'Arcy Kyle, Gent. to be Ensign, by purchase, vice Cadell. 34th Foot— 
Ensign and Adjutant T. W. Howe to have the rank of Lieut, 40th Foot—Ensign W. 
B, Bowen. from the half-pay Unattached, to be Ensign vice Baker, appointed to the 
49th Regt. of Foot. 45th Foot—Ensign G, M. Metcalfe to be Lieut. by purchase, vice 
Coke promoted ; J. Jerningham, Gent. to be Ensign, by purchase, vice Metcalfe. 49th 
Foot—Ensign W. P. K. Browne to be Lieut. without purchase, vice John Malcolm, de- 
ceased. ‘To be Ensigns—Ensign W. W. Baker, from the 40th Regt. of Foot, vice 
Browne; G. F. Bartley, Gent. by purchase, vice Ransome, who retires. 52d Foot— 
Gent. Cadet V. A. Surtees, from the Royal Military College, to be Ensign by purchase, 
vice Forbes, promoted. 60th Foot—Capt. P. Eason, from the half-pay Unattached, to 
be Capt, vice H. Seymour, who retires; Staff-Assist.-Surg. vice W. Scott M‘Credie, who 
retires upon half-pay. 76th Foot—Major J. Clarke to be Lieut.-Col. without purchase, 
vice Gillman, deceased; Capt. J. Clarke to be Major, vice J. Clarke; Lieut. S. B, 
Ross to be Capt. vice Clarke, 82d Foot—Lieut. G. O, Moore to be Capt. by purchase, 
vice Doran, who retires; Ensign J. Brash to be Lieut. by purchase, vice Moore; D. 
Watson, Gent, to be Ensign, by purchase, vice Brash. Seth Foot—Capt. H. Shirley, 
from the half-pay Unattached, to be Capt. paying the difference, vice Gower, appointed 
to the Rifle Brigade. 94th Foot—Lieut. T. Tulloh to be Capt. by purchase, vice Lock- 4 
wood, who retires; Ensign W. F. Webster to be Lieut. by purchase, vice Tulloh; S. P. 
Groves, Gent. to be Ensign, by purchase, vice Webster. 96th Foot—Licut. R. S. Mur- 
ray, from the half-pay Unattached, to be Lieut. vice E. Sutherland, who exchanges. 
Rifle Brigade—Capt. E. L. Gower, from the 88th Regt. of Foot, to be Capt. vice J. 
Woodford, who retires upon half-pay Unattached, receiving the difference; Gent. Cadet 
A. H. Horsford, from the Royal Military College, to be Second Lieut. by purchase, vice 
Malcolm, promoted in the 7th Foot, 2d West India Regt.—Lieut. W. E. Stanley to be 
Capt. by purchase, vice W. M‘Vicar, who retires; Ensign R. Hunter to be Lieut. by 
purchase, vice Stanley ; J. E. Boggis, Gent., to be Ensign, by purchase, vice Hunter. 


FROM THE LONDON GAZETTES. 
Tuesday, July 9. 
7 INSOLVENTS, 

Mints, Grorat Atxin, Newark-upon-Trent, grocer, July 5. 

, Stocxton, Samus, Long Yard, Lamb's Conduit Street, wine-cooper, July 8. 
BANKRUPTS. 

Bevin, Joun, Hanbyford Place, Kennington Common, auctioneer, to surrender July 
19, August 20: solicitor, Mr. Smith, New Bridge Street, Blackfriars ; official assignee, 
Mr, Graham, Copthall Buiidings. 

Botton, Joun, and Barnes, Ricwarp, Preston, corn-merchant, July 29, August 20: 
— Messrs, Blakelock and Fiddey, Setgeants’ Inn; and Messrs. Picklington, 

reston, 

Botton, Joun, Preston, coal-merchant, July 29, August 20: solicitors, Messrs, Ad- 
lington and Co. Bedford Row; and Mr. Parker, Preston. 

RiIp@woon, Tuomas, Folley Lane End, Staffordshire, clay-merchant, July 13, Au- 
gust 20: solicitor, Mr. Smith, New Bridge Street, Blackfriars. 

Broapuurst, Tuomas, Stockport, builder, July 24, August 20: solicitors, Mr. Gads- 
den, Furnival’s Inn; and Mr. Coppock, Stock port. 

Marriorr, Francis junior, Wappeciey, brewer, July 24, August 20: solicitors, 
Messrs. Holme and Co. New Inn; and Mr. Swann, Nottingham. 

Wrient, Joun, Chancery Lane, law-bookseller, July 23, August 26: solicitor, Mr. 
te ag Weavers’ Hall, Basinghall Street; official assignee, Mr. Whitmore, Austin- 

jars, 











DIVIDENDS. 

July 27, Sanderson, Gerrard's Cross, Buckinghamshire, victualler—July 30, Preston, 
St. George’s Place, Hanover Square, confectioner—July 31, Curlewis, Hanover Street, 
Hanover Square, tailor—August 1, Bourchicr and Bonsor, Oxford Street, tallow- 
ghamilers—duly 31, Breeds, Hastings, lime-burner—July 31, Godfrey, Wolverton Mill, 
Buckinghamshire, miller—August 1, Garbett, Birmingham, merchant—August 1, 
Brown, Leeds, flax-spinner—August 1, Hargill, Newlay, Yorkshire, dyer—August 5, 
White, Great Bridge, Staffordshire, grocer—August 6, Lyon, Barton Turn, Stafford- 
shire, brewer—July 31, Watson, Liverpool, merchant—Angnust 2, Howells, Monythus- 
loyne, Monmouthshire, shopkeeper—Angust 1, Valentine, Bury, hardwareman—August 
1, Roberts, Birmingham, plumber—August 7, Church, Liverpool, coach proprietor— 
July 31, Lodge, Poole, ironmonger. 

CERTIFICATES 
To be granted, unless cause be shown to the contrary, onor — July 30. 

Pierce and Grueber, Liverpool, oil and colour-manufacturers—J. and C. Pitt, Wor- 
cester, goldsmiths—Arber, Horseferry Road, builder—Monkhouse, St. Pancras, tavern- 
keeper. SCOTCH SEQUESTRATIONS, 

Fraser, Joun, Dornoch, merchant, July 11, 26. 

Nei, Marruew, Edinburgh, builder, July 15, August 1. 


Friday, July 12. 
PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

Davison and Waicut, London, underwriters—Burcess and Co. Ramsgate, printers ; 
as far as regards T. D. Carrer—Binewey and Co. Leeds, printers— Birtey and Co. 
Fishwick, cotton-spiuners (as far as regards T.'Turron—Joss and Sroxes, Minories, 
butchers—CuapmMan and Snetiine, Old London Street, tailors—Dunn and Harp- 
castLe, West Smithfield, plumbers—G. E. and W. H. Jackson, Birmingham, iron- 
merchants—Beax and Gummer, Bathwick, wine-merchants—HaimeEs and Co. Not- 
tingham, lace-manufacturers— Stapies and Swinpe tr, Pond Yard, Southwark, mast- 
ywakers—Carrter and Smetuurst, Bushey, Hertfordshire, silk-throwsters—Frapigy 
and Bucxvey, Stoke-upon-Trent, brick-makers. 

BANKRUPTCY SUPERSEDED, 

Gutnrir, Rozerr, King Street, Holborn, tailor. 

BANKRUPTS. 

Arxe tt, Josern, Stratford-upon-Avon, appraiser, to surrender July 25, August 23 : 
solicitors, Mr. Loveday, Warwick; Mr. Tobbes, Stratford-upon-Avon; Mr, King, 
Lyon's Inn; and Messrs. Adlington and Co. Bedford Row. 

Case, Joun Russevi, Hunter Street, Brunswick Square, grocer, July 20, August 23; 
solicitor, Mr. Fisher, Castle Street, Holborn ; official assignee, Mr. Clark, St. Swithin’s 
Lane. 

Fivupe, Toomas Savitir, Mincing Lane, wine and spirit-broker, July 19, August 23: 
solicitors, Messrs. Druce and Sons, Billiter Square; official assignee, Mr. Belcher, 
King’s Arms Yard. 

Forp, Tuomas, Canal Road Wharf, Kingsland Road, coal-merchant, July 20, August 
23; solicitor, Mr. Paterson, Mincing Lane; official assignee, Mr. Cannan, Lothbury. 

Girrorp, James, Lopen, Somersetshire, linman, July 30, August 23; solicitor, Mr. 
Baker, Ilminster. 

Hone, Roserrt, Brighton, grocer, July 20, August 23: solicitor, Mr. Crosby, King 
Street, Cheapside. 

Kenpricx, WitiiaM, Birmingham, jeweller, August 6, 23: solicitors, Messsrs. 
Norton and Chaplin, Gray’s Inn Square; and Mr, Harrison, Birmingham. 

Kenworrtny, James Ry ey, Liverpool, druggist, July 26, August 23; solicitors, Mr. 
Moss, Liverpool; and Messrs. Adlington and Co. Bedford Row. 

ANGDRIDGE, JouNn, Salisbury, stay-maker, July 22, August,23: solicitors, Messrs. 
Sutcliffe and Birch, New Bridge Street. 

Lepwarp, Epwarp, Liverpool, hat-manufacturer, July 25, August 23: solicitors, 
Messrs. Blackstone and Bunce, Sergeant’s Inn, Fleet Street; Messrs. Atkinson and 
Birch, Manchester; and Mr. Deane, Liverpool. 

Paut, Joun, Houndsditch, baker, July 19, August 23: solicitor, Mr. Hill, Rood 
iow. Fenchurch Street ; official assignee, Mr. Abbott, King’s Arms Yard, Coleman 

treet. 

Porrer, Wiu1t1aM, Broad Street,/Golden Square, grocer, July 24, August 23 : solicitor, 
Mr. Addison, Gray’s Inn Square ; official assignee, Mr. Lackington, Basinghall Street. 

Rapcuirre, Samvet, Stockport, cotton-spinner, July 27, August 23: solicitors, Mr. 
Back, Verulam Buildings; and Messrs. Winterbottom and Wright, Heaton Norris, 
near Stockport. 

Ty1ieRr, Mary, Lyncombe, Somersetshire, retail-brewer, August 5, 23: solicitors, 
Messrs, Helder, Clement’s Inn ; and Mr. Boor, Warminster. ; 

Watson, Ricwarp, Bury, cotton-manufacturer, July 29, August 23: solicitors, 
Messrs, Clarke and Medcalfe, Lincoln’s Inn Fields ; and Mr. Grundy, Bury. 

Witsow, Joun and Henry Roycrorr, St. Osyth, Essex, grocers, July 22, August 23 : 
solicitors, Messrs. Davies, King’s Arms Yard, 

Waretey, Joun Mitxs, Pontefract, merchant, August 5,23: solicitors, Messrs. Battye 
and Co, Chancery Lane; and Mr. Ainley, Delph, Yorkshire. 





DIVIDENDS, 
August 3, Parker, Kent Road, stationer—August 2, Ferguson, Old Broad Street, 
commission-agent— August 3, Stanley, King Street, Tower Hill, ship-chandler—August 
3, W. and G. Willsher, Oxford Street, bakers—August 3, T. and T. Oriel, Poland Street, * 
Oxford Street, tailors—August 3, Wilkinson and Co. Friday Street, Cheapside, “wate- 
housemen— August 5, J. A. G. and F, G. d’Oliveira, Old Jewry, merchants—August 2,. 
Kettel, Tunbridge Wells, brewer—August 5, J. and W, Wakeford, Andover, bankers— 
August} 7, Graves, Skinburness, innkeeper—August 15, J, Freeman, Shipston-upon- 
Stour, draper —July, 23, Burringham, Great Grimsby, merchant—August 3, Hollings, 
Leeds, victualler— August 5, Joy, Ashford, bricklayer—August 15, Cooper, Thatcham, 
coach-proprietor. 
CERTIFICATES 
To be granted, unless cause be shown to the contrary on or before August 2. 
Tankard, Clayton, worsted-stuff-manufacturer- Routledge, Shrewsbury, scrivener— 
Joubert, Regent Street, upholsterer—Grocock,. Woolwich, currier—Holden, Mincing 
Lane, West India broker—Meek, Strand, wine-merchant—Channon, Piccadilly, dealer 
—Roberts, T'ynycoed, pig-drover—Phillips, Plymouth, saddler—Stapledon, St, Leo- 
nard’s, fishmonger. 
SCOTCH SEQUESTRATION. 
Gururte, James, Eastertown of Dunlappy, distiller, July 17, August 1. 





PRICES CURRENT. 
BRITISH FUNDS. (Closing Prices.) 
































Satur. _ Monday. Tuesday. Wednes. Thurs. Friday. 

3 per Cent. Consols ...... 88% 883 883 884 884 884 
Ditto for Account ........ 904 904 904 904 904 89z 
3 per Cent. Reduced...... 89% 894 BOE 894 893 887 
34 per Cents. of 1818. .... —- -— —_— 964 964 
Reduced 34 per Cents..... 962 964 96% 964 964 96 
New 34 per Cents. for opg. 954 954 95} 95} 95% "95% 
4 per Cents. of 1826. ..... 1023 1024 102} 1023 1024 102% 
New 5 per Cents, ........ shut —- — 

Long Annuities 17 174 174 17% 173 1 
Bank Stock, 8 per Cent.....} 2084 207+ 207+ 207% 209 2084 
India Stock, 104 p Ct fopg. 2413 2414 2424 2414 2414 2414 
South Sea Stock, 34p. Cent.{ —— 74 98 - —— 
Carnatic Stock, 4 per Cent.§ —— — 97 Re anise 65a 
Ditto Ditto, 3 perCent.}) —— — 894 ae —_— Sd 
Exchequer Bills,14d.p.diem.} 53s, pm 52 54 57 58 59 
India Bonds, 2} per Cent. .] 34s. pm | —— 33 35 35 35 




















FOREIGN ‘FUNDS. (Last Official Quotation during the Week.) 
The Dividends on Stocks printed in Italics are not payable in London; on those- 
preceded by an Asterisk the Divideuds are totally or partially suspended, 





















Austrian ....eeseee 5 p.Ct, 96e Mexican (deferred)... 5 p. Ct.) —— 
BGI Sis naices® ve’ 5 — 923 | Ditto, Ditto....... 16 — | — 
Brazilian .........00- 5 — 634 Mississippi..... beveeee 6 = | 109 
* Buenos Ayres......++ 6 — — Neapolitan of 1824... 5 | —_ 
SCHR: 60s co vcvcccs 6 — 25 New York (1845) ..... 5 — | 108 
*Colombian .......... 6 21¢ Ditto (1837). .eee.seee 6 — | 98 
*Ditto of 1824 ........ 6 Qu4 OMS wicesee ~ 5 — 
Danish -3— 74t i ere es Senne ene 6 — | 114 
Dutch o- 2— 48% Pennsylvania (1860)... 5 — | 109 
Do (Rothschild’sCers.) 24 — 5lt | *Peruvian ........000. 6 — — 
French 5 — j104f. 25c] * Portuguese .. 5 — | 603 
Ditto, Seri 5 Ditto Regency -5 — | lgdis 
 . BROKTe OR ete 3 — | 77f. 50c.§ Prussian ........ee0e 5 — | 104% 
Ditto Bank Shares . of 1200 Frs. |1737f50c{ Ditto of 1822.... 5 — | 10le 
*Greek of 1825........ 5 p.Ct.) —— Russian of 1822.. - 5 — | 10428 
Louisiana (Wilson’s) ..5 — | —— Ditto (New) ........ 5 — | 98% 
Ditto (Baring’s)...... 5 — | —— A4*Spanish, 1820......... 5- |j— 
Ditto (State Loan)... 5 — | 106 *Ditto, 1821 and 1822..5 — | 184. 
*Mexican..........+0+ 5 — | 31 | *Ditto, 1893.......... 5 — | — 
a, ECP ree 6 — {| 37% United States Bank, sh. of 100 dol,' £23 5 
SHARES, (Last Official Quotation during the Week.) 
MINES. per Share. Paid. Docks. 
Anglo-Mexican,.. £100 ..£100 12 Commercial...per share of £100} ——~ 
Bolanos ......+++- 150... 150 = East Country .......+000- 100; —— 
Bolivar ....++++e0+ 50... 20 — f East India ............ per Ct — 
Brazilian .......+. 30... 5& —— [FLondon...........ceeeeee — 52 
Ditto, Imperial .... 35... 20 60 St. Katherine..........+. aa 72 
Dittg, National.... 25... 174 234 § Ditto, 44 per Cent. Bonds. —| 103 
Do. St. John del Rey 20... 10 7+ Ditto, 4 per Cent. Ditto. . —| 103 
British Iron ......- 5 - 50 18 West India .........+. eo -— 
Colombian.... . 483) —— BRIDGES. 
English ........0+: 124 26 §{ Hammersmith .pershare of £50} —— 
General ........+++ 0... il —— §Southwark...Average 63/. 2s, 8d. 23 
Hibernian ......... 50 10 3t Ditto, New 74 per Cent.... £50 20 
Irish Mining....... 25. 5 | —— f Vauxhall ... Average 70/. 10s. 3d. 19 
Mexican ....-...++ 100... 44 —— J Waterloo..........-..66. £100 3 
Real del Monte 400 ... 400 35 Ditto, Ann, of 8/. for 602. 224 
United Mexican.... 40... 40 11% Ditto, Ditto of 7/. for 402. 20 
Ditto Scrip ......4.— +e. 5 144 Ditto, 5 per Cent, Bonds of 100/.| —~— 











GRAIN. 
MARK LANE, FRIDAY, JULY 18. 
s. &. 



















































































9. 8 s. 
Wheat, Red New 48 to 55| Rye, New...... 0 ..34) Maple....... 35 
Fine ......... 58 .. 60) ag 22 Stained 26..99) White.,..... 
White, Old... 54..58| _Malting...... 30... 
IME ce cccccee 60... 62) Malt, Ordinary. 56.. 
Superfine ... 63... 64| Fine - 60. 
CW sevesees Ove 0} Peas, Hog..... 32 
BUTCHERS’ MEAT. 
SMITHFIELD, FRIDAY, JULY 12. 
Newoate ano Leanenaaty.* Smirnvie.p.t 
Beef ....cvcere ss 28.8d. to 88, 2d. to 3s. 4d..... wees 38. Od, to 38. 8d, to 48. 3a, 
Mutton e oe os SF SOD fadcccte OF OF vere BH 6 
Veal sti weiss a OS Bes B 4 w 4 0 4 8 
Pork....  B 4 we 4 @ wo &€ 8 « 4 8 oo . 0 @ 
Lamb .cccscsece 6 8 cp 5S. O oe SB &  ccvccese oO es 2 Oe, ax, o 
* By the Carcase, per stone of sibs. + Sinking the offal, per stone of 8lbs. 
AVERAGE PRICES OF CORN COALS, 
Per Quarter (Imperial) of England and Wales, | Wall’s End, Best seoes sper ton 164.9d.to 08. Od, 
for the Week ending July 5. eecccees Inferior’... cccccese 13 6 .. 0 0 
ee . Td. 7 
4 SUGAR. 
ne 19 1 eas . 7.9 Muscovado (exclusive of duty) percwt. 28s. 0d, 
Aggregate Average of the last Six Weeks, which OLASSES 2.6 cece eee eeerececeeeeeeee 25s. to 273, 
BREAD....84d. the 41b. Loaf. 
aoe Beans ........ oe anes BUTTER....Best Fresh 11s. 0d. per doz. 
per or ieamut re th: BULLION. 
at ag sigiemar hip tgs. oj on prensa Weeks Gold, Portugal, in Coin ......peroz. Ol. Os, Od, 
Batter... a ~ Ver a eoesee ae ear a wee Foreign, in Bars ....cseeseeees 3 1 
Onis y 9 Peas 1 8 .... New Doubloons...... - 0 0 0 
Bie: 4 Silver, in Bars, Standard - 0 & 18 
FLOUR. sees New Dollars ......-++ eens eS, 
Town-made,,... seeeeeeeeees per sack 45s.to 50s. MINING. 
Seconds ....cccesescccscececescececs 40 .. 45 7 
Essex and Suffolk, on board ship.... 40 .. 43 Copper Tay June 27th at SO Sok eka’ 
Norfolk and Stockton ......0...e000 35 .. 40 Amount of Mone : 10,1994, Os, Oe 
SW TATOE Average Price...,. - : 
ww POSER TO «a ot». Laveen eee. > «ig. 12 0 
pe 0 2 .. 0 g | Average Produce ....sssesereeeress percent. 7} 
" omar _ Quantity of Fine Copper ....... 248 tons 14 ewt, 
HOPS. META! - 
Kent Pockets. percwt. 51, Os. .. 6l. Os. i . 
seeeeee tron, in Bars 71.08. Od.to Ol. Os, Ods. 
Sussex Pockets.............. 410 ..5 5 Tin, in Bars ot eas 
ji i 000 
000 
sess 600 
> Pee seeeee sovcccccccces 26 0 Lead, Pig ......+--- esses 1315 @ - © 0 @ 
Linaved Oil Cake at the Mill.....per 1000 10 10 «ese Milled or Sheet... 1415 0 .- 0 0 
Rape Cake. secsescseverseceveesPOrtom 610 'SteOhiessesecrseeresrrene O OO oe 0-9 































































































































